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Dear readers!

In this 18th issue of the bulletin “IISEPS News”, we present important results of the research and analysis done by our Institute in the last quarter of the year 2000.

Undoubtedly, parliamentary elections were the most important event in Belarus’ social and political life during that period. In fact, all political processes developed around it, although Alexander Lukashenko and the political opposition had contrary purposes. It even had a decisive impact on the social and economical development (think of a wage rise in autumn and the president’s promise that next year the average monthly wage will be at $100). The attention of international and foreign structures and public, who suddenly turned their eye to Belarus again, was also focused on the parliamentary elections. On the other hand, this event, which was important even by international standards, went almost unnoticed for most people in Belarus.

What did this indifference of the Belarusian nation mean? Were the elections a habitual political procedure that led to no significant changes in real life, as it is in countries with developed democracies? Or, vice versa, did it indicate the society’s all-out disappointment in the most widespread political mechanism in the political process, and disbelief in change? There is yet one more important question: what does this situation mean? Did the conditions for the development of democracy, market economy, rule of law and stronger independence change in this country? What influence will the results of the parliamentary elections have on the forthcoming presidential race? Did they bring any changes to the list of social and political actors in the Belarusian field? What and whom should we support now? All of us will be answering these questions for a long time – both politicians, analysts, journalists and diplomats. In the long run, the future of Belarus as the society and the state will depend on the answers to these questions...

It is understood, that the possibilities of social research and analysis in this situation are limited, the more so because they are carried out by one small institute. However, we believe that IISEPS has a unique information and analytical resource, which can offer the society a rare chance to take an impartial look at itself. This issue of the bulletin, much the same as the previous one, is almost entirely based on the results of the project “Belarus on the threshold of the 21st century: ways of social transformation”, which is carried out jointly by IISEPS and the Analytical center “Strategy” in close cooperation with the Coordinating Council of Democratic Forces. The results of the monthly social monitoring of public opinions and the views of elite, their analysis and comparisons, as well as raw data, sorted by social and demographic groups and trends, offer an incomplete, but reliable and timely picture of the developments in the Belarusian society.

This issue’s section “Open forum” was contributed by one of the major participants in the Belarusian political process, former prime minister Mikhail Chigir. The unique experience of this person, which included the supervision of Lukashenko’s government, notorious resignation for principal reasons, political oblivion, participation in the 1999 alternative presidential elections and eight months in prison for that, - deserves special attention. However, the society is primarily interested in the views and plans of the ex-premier as a potential candidate for presidency.

Our “Bookshelf” presents a review of a new book by the head of IISEPS, contributed by the president of the Analytical center “Strategy”, Dr. Leonid Zaiko.

We hope that this issue will be interesting and useful for you and your colleagues. As usual, your feedback will be appreciated!

IISEPS Board
LIFE IN OUR TIME

In autumn 2000 IISEPS did monthly nation-wide opinion polls (around 1500 respondents older than 16 years of age were queried, the margin of error does not exceed 0.03%) and conducted surveys among opinion leaders and experts (more than 50 people, among them policy makers, media leaders, scholars and business people, who represented both government and non-government structures). The monitoring was carried out in the framework of the project "Belarus on the Threshold of the 21st Century: Ways of Social Transformation", launched by the Belarusian Think Tanks. As usual, questionnaires covered a wide range of questions related to the most topical and urgent problems of today. The results of these surveys and the information from previous IISEPS polls allows us to analyze Belarusian public opinions and their dynamics. Here are the comments to the most important results, which were contributed by IISEPS team. This time we decided to place them in chronological order. Moreover, part of the interesting answers and characteristics of respondents in each chronological section is presented "as is" and sorted by major social and demographic characteristics of the population. In the end of this section we present trends in the most important political, social and economic views of society. We hope that our readers will find the new results of opinion polls useful.

SEPTEMBER – 2000
2000 elections are imminent
The results of the nation-wide survey clearly show that the August downward trend in readiness to participate in the elections stopped. The previous trend is back, because people who had hesitated whtether or not to participate in the elections decided that they should cast their votes. The number of supporters of the election boycott went down. Although it is still not possible to forecast how many people will take part in the voting because a large number of them still hesitates, we may assume that the elections will most likely be deemed valid (table 1-6).

The reasons behind these changes are clear. We have already talked about them earlier. First, the authorities have embarked on a large-scale campaign in support of the elections (which did not yet begin in August). Second, the factions in the opposition over the participation in the parliamentary elections made media stories (not only in government-controlled, but also in non-government media). This obviously has a negative influence on the image of the opposition and its strategies, as seen by people who make its electoral basis (i.e. who are discontent with the current political course).
Table 1

Distribution of answers to the question: "In autumn 2000 Belarus will see parliamentary 

elections. Are you going to cast your vote?", %

Answer
04.00
06.00
07.00
08.00
09.00

1. Will participate in the voting
52.9
59.7
65.9
53.7
59.0

2. Will decide whether or not to take part in the voting depending on the political situation 

during the election race
15.0
16.9
18.4
15.4
11.8

3. Will not participate in the voting
10.3
11.0
10.1
12.2
15.7

4. Do not know
21.8
12.4
5.6
18.7
13.5

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the authorities fail to meet the conditions, 

set by the opposition and the OSCE, will you participate in the autumn 2000 parliamentary 

elections?", %

Answer
07.00
08.00
09.00

1. Yes I will participate in the voting
51.3
44.3
46.3

2. No, I will boycott the voting
16.3
17.5
17.6

3. No answer
32.3
37.9
36.1

Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the opposition decides to boycott the parliamentary elections because the authorities failed to meet the conditions of the opposition and the OSCE, what would be your attitude to that boycott?", %



Answer
07.00
08.00
09.00

1. I will not support the boycott, because I think that one must participate in elections, whatever the 

situation
50.5
42.3
47.3

2. I will support the boycott
11.7
13.7
10.4

3. No answer
37.8
44.0
42.2

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the international community refuses to recognize the results of the elections before the voting day, merely because the conditions of the 

opposition and the OSCE were not met, will you participate in the voting?", %

Answer
11.99
07.00
08.00
09.00

1. Will participate in the voting
43.1
48.4
39.1
48.2

2. Will not participate in the voting
19.6
18.6
18.2
19.1

3. Do not know
37.3
33.0
42.7
39.6

Table 5

Dynamics of electorate structure depending on attitudes to parliamentary elections, 2000, %



Attitude to 2000 parliamentary elections
07.00
08.00
09.00

Convinced supporters (answers 1.1, 2.1, 3.1, 4.1)
33.3
25.7
30.0

Voiced opponents (answers 1.3, 2.2, 3.2, 4.2)
2.5
2.1
3.5

Hesitant majority (all other answers)
64.2
72.2
66.5

Table 6

Attitude to participation in parliamentary elections depending on attitude to 

Alexander Lukashenko and the integration with Russia, %*

Social types
Attitude to 2000 parliamentary elections


Convinced supporters (30.0)
Hesitant majority  (66.5)
Voiced opponents 

(3.5)

Attitude to Alexander Lukashenko




Convinced supporters (16.0)
55.9
44.1
0.0

Hesitant majority  (55.0)
31.2
67.9
0.9

Voiced opponents (29.0)
13.5
75.9
10.6

Attitude to integration




Convinced supporters (20.9)
43.7
55.7
0.6

Hesitant majority  (60.4)
29.8
68.2
2.0

Voiced opponents (18.7)
15.5
72.7
11.8

*The table should be read horizontally.

Now it is already high time we thought about strategies of action after the elections, primarily because preparations for the presidential race must be made. Considering that the parliamentary elections will most likely be deemed valid, the resources of the opposition should be concentrated on gathering and analyzing witnesses of breaches of procedure (during all stages of the election process). This information may provide the international community with reasons to refuse to recognize their results (in this respect the strategy of "total boycott" is hardly efficient). In this future campaign the maximum extent of consolidation of the opposition actions must be attained. The campaign should be advertised to the wide public as "consolidated and concerted", but not as the "best way to go". We also need to consider the real, rather than desired, situation in society.

Information shortage is the reason behind mistrust in politicians and social institutions

Many analysts noted that the external side of the election campaign under way is uninteresting and goes largely unnoticed. Despite this and although the rating of the Supreme Council and the National Assembly (and parliamentarism as a whole) is low, 63.4% of respondents showed interest in the candidates in their constituency. However, respondents clearly have little information about candidates and their electoral programs (table 7, as well as table 6 on page 21). Considering this deficit of information, the choice is usually random. At the same time, in spite of the authorities’ efforts, 39.6% of respondents said that candidates do not have equal opportunities during the election race (16.7% of respondents have a contrary opinion). The most common forms of election propaganda are still traditional and include the distribution of leaflets, meetings with voters and doorbell ringing (table 8).
Table 7

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you know anything about the candidates for the autumn parliamentary elections in your constituency?"

Answer
%

Yes, I heard them on the radio, saw them on TV, 

read about them in newspapers
11.7

Yes, I received leaflets
11.1

Yes, I met them at a meeting or rally
4.0

Yes, candidates came to my house
2.6

No, I know nothing about them
71.6

Our assessment of the level of propaganda, which in our case only covers small groups of electorate, is moderately skeptical. Never-theless, 18.6% of respondents said that the authorities support one of the candidates in their constituency. Candi-dates still make temperate use of means to win their voters’ trust and "dirty technologies" (tables 9 and 10). The possible reasons behind that may be the lack of finance and fear lest the competitors catch them at their tricks.
Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do candidates in your constituency use the following forms of advocating their ideas?"

Answer
%

Distribution of leaflets
20.4

Meetings with voters
16.7

“Door-to-door” propaganda
6.7

Rallies
1.1

Picketing in public places
0.4

No answer
63.4

Table 9

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do candidates try to 

compromise their competitors’ reputation?"

Answer
%

Yes
16.0

No
11.5

No answer
72.4

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question: "Did candidates 

do anything for voters during the election campaign?"

Answer
%

Reconstruction of houses and roads
8.3

Distribution of equipment to schools, hospitals, nursery schools
6.6

Free distribution of food, highly demanded goods, other 

merchandize or money
6.6

Nothing
42.0

I do not know
23.2

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question: "Is the presence of 

observers at polling stations necessary during the voting?"

Answer
%

Yes, independent observers
40.6

Yes, observers from candidates’ teams
19.8

Yes, foreign observers
13.0

Yes, observers from political parties
6.4

No, observers are useless
10.2

I do not know
23.0

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question: "Which features 

should a candidate have to make you like him?"

Answer
%

Professional approach
48.6

Life experience
35.3

Work experience
33.4

Education
31.3

Life values
29.0

Age
9.2

Social status
9.0

Morality
4.7

Party membership
3.7

Sex
2.6

Other
5.4

Fortunately, people understand the meaningfulness of independent observing over the voting process: only 10.2% of respondents said there is no use in observers at polling stations (table 11).
Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you are planning to boycott the autumn parliamentary elections, why are you?"



Answer
%

I do not believe that they will be free and fair
17.0

Deputies are not going to act in my interests
13.1

This parliament has no real power
9.0

I do not trust any candidate
7.0

I will support the boycott, launched by the opposition parties
2.5

Voters still esti-mate candidates by fairly traditional criteria (table 12). A fact deserves spe-cial mention that party membership and morality (!) have little priority within this framework, but life experience and experience in admi-nistration is very important. The list of reasons why people do not want to participate in the voting is topped by deep mistrust in candidates and government institutions (table 13) rather than ideological opposition to the regime (only 2.5% of respon-dents said that they supported the boycott). And the reason be-hind the mistrust in candidates is the absence of true comp-rehensive information about them.

How to make changes happen?

The answer to this question largely depends on respondents’ political views. Table 14 shows that the number of respondents who think that the four conditions of the opposition and the OSCE should be observed is on a stable high level and exceeds the number of their opponents fivefold. However, the support of these conditions itself does not imply any actions. This argument is illustrated by the fact that radical actions enjoy little support in society (table 17 on page 50). On the whole, the negative approach to radical actions is shared by different social groups, which are dissimilar in their attitude to the conditions of the OSCE (table 15). I.e. both the supporters and opponents of the OSCE conditions are fairly pessimistic about radical actions.
Table 14

Structure of the electorate, depending on people’s attitudes to the four conditions set by the opposition and the OSCE, %

Social types*
07.00
08.00
09.00

Convinced supporters of the conditions of the opposition and the OSCE
33.9
34.6
33.2

Hesitate
61.2
61.3
60.3

Voiced opponents of the conditions of the opposition and the OSCE
4.9
4.1
6.5

*Convinced supporters are respondents who said that they supported all conditions of the opposition and the OSCE. Voiced 

opponents were against all those conditions.

Table 15

Attitude to radical actions, depending on people’s attitudes to the four conditions set by the opposition and the OSCE, %*

Social types
Attitude to radical actions


Supporters of radical actions (21.2)
Opponents of radical actions (89.9)

Supporters of the conditions of the opposition and the OSCE (33.2)
32.7
84.8

Hesitate (60.3)
16.6
91.8

Opponents of the conditions of the opposition and the OSCE (6.5)
5.2
97.9

*The table should be read horizontally.

The number of supporters of the boycott of parliamentary elections went down a little (table 16). It is not impossible that this situation may change because of opposition actions in the framework of the campaign "Boycott-2000". The decrease, and the growth in numbers of the boycott opponents may be attributed to the official propaganda campaign in support of the elections, which was mentioned before.
Table 16

Attitudes of the boycott of the parliamentary 

elections, launched by the opposition, %

Answer
07.00
08.00
09.00

Supporters of the boycott
11.7
13.7
10.4

Opponents of the boycott
50.5
42.3
47.2

I do not know/no answer/other
50.5
42.3
47.2

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the power do not satisfy people, by what way they should be replaced?", %



Answer
All 

respondents
Supporters of the boycott

(10.4)
Do not know

(41.2 )
Opponents of the boycott

(47.2)

By ordinary elections
48.6
28.7
44.9
56.1

By a referendum concerning nonconfidence to the present powers and early elections
24.6
21.6
24.8
25.1

By appeals to government authorities 

demanding their resignation
5.7
4.6
6.2
5.7

Large-scale non-violence actions (meetings, 

rallies)
3.4
11.7
3.4
1.5

Mass strikes
1.5
4.0
1.9
0.7

By any means, which would allow to achieve the purpose
14.6
30.2
17.6
8.6

With reference to the latest developments in Yugoslavia, voices are heard that a similar scenario may be played in Belarus. The data in table 17 give an indirect answer to the question, whether this is possible. Currently, almost 50% of the supporters of the boycott the majority of whom are convinced oppositionists, let alone other groups, think that if the powers do not satisfy people’s demands they should be replaced by traditional methods – by elections, or a referendum concerning nonconfidence to the regime and early elections. Only 30.2% of the boycott supporters said that any means might be used, which will allow to achieve the goal.

More than 66% of those who are hesitant about the boycott said that they preferred the evolution variant, i.e. elections, or a referendum on nonconfidence and early elections.
Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the 2000 parliamentary elections do not take place, or their results are not recognized by the international community, are you ready to defend your interests through participation in meetings, rallies, marches and other protests?", %

Answer
All 

respondents
Supporters of the OSCE conditions (33.2)
Hesitate

(60.3)
Opponents of the OSCE conditions (6.5)

Yes
6.7
12.0
3.7
6.9

My decision will depend on the situation 
30.2
41.2
25.9
13.0

No
62.0
45.7
69.2
78.8

I do not know/no answer
1.2
1.1
1.2
1.3

At last, let us talk about the close perspective. There is an opinion that if people cannot protect their interests by elections, they prefer the strategies of "street democracy". In real life, this is not so. If elections fail or their results are not recognized by the international community, only 12% of convinced supporters of the OSCE conditions said that were ready to participate in mass protests (table 18), while almost four times as many people in this group had a contrary view. Around 70% of the largest group of respondents, who still hesitated (60.3%) said that they were not going to participate in meetings and rallies. Therefore, it is now unwise to count that many people will participate in street protests.
Political preferences of the Belarusian elite 
1. Integration and "integrators"

According to the results of the survey, the overwhelming majority of opinion leaders does not support the unification of Russia and Belarus. Only 14% of them were ready to vote in favor of it in a hypothetical referendum. However, more than 25% of representatives of government structures support unification, compared to less than 6% respondents from the non-state sector (table 19). 

Table 19

Distribution of answers to the question: "If a referendum on the unification of Russia and 

Belarus were held today, how would you vote?", %*

 Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government 

structures
government 

agencies


Against unification
77.2
88.2
60.9
27.1

For unification
14.0
5.9
26.1
53.8

I would not vote
7.0
5.9
8.7
14.6

*In this and the following tables, adding the figures in columns may not give you 100%, because “I do not know” and “No answer” lines were dropped.

Opinion leaders gave a similar answer to the question about the best variant of relations between Russia and Belarus: 77.2% preferred friendly relations of independent countries, and only 3.5% supported unification (table 20). 
Table 20

Distribution of answers to the question: "Which future for the relations of Russia and Belarus do you think is best?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government 

structures
government 

agencies


Friendly relations of two independent states
77.2
88.2
60.9
36.3

A union of independent states
17.5
8.8
30.4
38.2

Merger into one country
3.5
2.9
4.3
23.0

If we compare tables 19 and 20, we may see that there is an irregularity in the answers: 14% were going to vote in favor of unification in a referendum, but only 3.5% saw it as the best variant of relations of the two countries. Apparently, this irregularity can be attributed to the fact that some leaders do not think that unification is best but prefer it for some reasons.

We can make a guess that there is financial background behind some of these reasons: if the two countries unite, some government officials plan to improve their well-being by moving to work for the union administration, where salaries would be higher. 

Representatives of non-state sector, on the contrary, see no positive sides to the unification. One of the reasons is that after the unification the competition between the government and non-government organizations, which is urgent now, may get even stronger.

The society at large, however, has a different point of view. Only 27.1% of respondents said that they were going to vote against unification in a hypothetical referendum, and 53.8% said that they would vote for it. At the same time, only 23% of respondents said that unification was the best variant of relations of the two countries. We may guess that although Belarusians would not like their country to lose independence, they are discontent with their present life. If living standards in this country were getting better, there would be even fewer proponents of the unification. The conclusion is simple: if the authorities want to make all Belarusians like their country to become part of Russia, they should make living standards in Belarus as low as possible.

2. Opinion leaders and parliamentary elections

According to table 21, opinion leaders are generally more pessimistic about participation in the forthcoming parliamentary elections than Belarusians at large. As many as 36.8% of opinion leaders said that they were not going to participate in the voting, but only 15.7% participants in the national poll shared their view.
Table 21

Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you going to vote in the forthcoming parliamentary elections?", %

 Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


Yes, I will go and cast my vote
31.6
17.6
52.2
59.0

My decision will depend on the political situation during the election race
28.1
32.4
21.7
11.8

No, I will not vote
36.8
47.1
21.7
15.7

However, in this question the views of opinion leaders are largely influenced by the sector, which they represent. Three times as many leaders who represent government-controlled structures are going to vote, as their colleagues from the non-government sector. 50% more opinion leaders from the non-government center did not make any decision yet, than leaders from state-controlled structures. On the whole, the officials’ opinion is almost in line with the views of the general public.

According to the results of the survey, the views of opinion leaders significantly fluctuate depending on the conditions for future elections. If the authorities do not meet the conditions of the opposition and the OSCE, the share of leaders, who will not vote, will increase by almost 40%, and the increase does not vary by the sector that they represent.
Table 22

Distribution of answers to the question: "What candidates are you going to support during the forthcoming elections?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


Independent candidates
35.1
29.4
43.5
25.7

Single candidates of the opposition
21.1
23.5
17.4
8.9

Candidates who support Alexander 

Lukashenko
7.0
0.0
17.4
33.6

Representatives of other political parties
3.5
2.9
4.3
4.3

Other candidates who represent the 

authorities
3.5
0.0
8.7
4.2

Other candidates
3.5
2.9
4.3
1.6

A possibility that the international community would not recognize the results of the elections has an even bigger influence on opinion leaders’ readiness to participate in the elections. In this case almost 58% opinion leaders are not going to take part in the voting. However, in this case their opinions largely depend on their sector: 76.5% of non-government sector opinion leaders and only 30.4% leaders from the state-controlled sector said they were not going to vote in this case.

As for the Belarusian population at large, these conditions also affect respondents’ opinions, increasing the share of those, who are not going to vote by 50-60%. However, their absolute number is insignificant and does not exceed 25% of all respondents. 

The survey showed that the boycott of parliamentary elections, which was launched by the major opposition parties, is not supported by almost 50% of respondents. Only 10% supported it and some 40% gave no answer. The preferences of opinion leaders make a big difference. Around 33% of respondents support the boycott and roughly the same number dislikes the idea. However, the share of supporters and opponents of the boycott varies by sector. Some 48.5% of respondents from non-government structures and only 17.5% from state-controlled structures are supporters of the campaign.

Differences in political preferences of representatives of state and non-state structures are also revealed in other issues. No one in the non-state sector is going to vote for Alexander Lukashenko or other representatives of the authorities, but in the state sector such people make 26.1% of the total. 23.5% of the first group would vote for single candidates of the opposition forces, compared to 17.4% of the second group.
Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question: "For whom will the majority of Belarusians vote during the forthcoming parliamentary elections, in your opinion?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


Independent candidates
33.8
39.6
23.1
16.8

Candidates who support Alexander Lukashenko
30.8
25.6
38.5
56.1

Other candidates who represent the authorities
22.0
18.6
27.0
5.8

Single candidates of the opposition
10.4
13.9
3.8
6.4

Representatives of other political parties
1.5
2.3
3.8
3.3

Other candidates
1.5
–
3.8
1.2

I do not know/no answer
–
–
–
10.4

Total:
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

*The results were equalized to make 100%, because respondents could give more than one answer.

Opinion leaders from non-government structures realize a lot better than respondents from the state sector, that candidates who aspire for parliamentary seats may be independent only before the elections. After candidates are elected members of parliament, many of them immediately begin supporting the regime, because they are either scared of oppression or bribed. Therefore only 29.4% of representatives of the non-government sector are willing to vote for independent candidates, compared to 43.5% of respondents from the second group. Nevertheless, more than 50% of opinion leaders said that they would vote for opposition and independent candidates, and less than 11% – for proponents of the current regime (table 22).

The distribution of preferences in the national poll is somewhat different: 34.6% of respondents said that they would vote for opposition and independent candidates, and 37.8% – for candidates who support the current political regime. Therefore, it is clear that the regime no longer has a significant electoral advantage in Belarus.

However, according to table 23, people do not realize it yet. The majority of respondents are certain that the electorate will support the powers during the elections (61.9%), while only 23.2% of respondents forecast a victory for the opposition and independent candidates. Undoubtedly, this thinking is also characteristic of opinion leaders, but to a much lesser extent. Only 52.8% opinion leaders spoke in support of "official" candidates, and 44.2% backed independent candidates and the opposition. However, the general results of the survey among opinion leaders do not show major differences in their views, by the sector that they represent. Leaders from non-government structures are sure that official candidates will get less support than independent and opposition candidates (44.2% and 53.5% answers respectively), while leaders from the state sector share the opposite view (65.5% and 26.9%). So, the optimism of the non-government sector is compensated by the pessimism of leaders from the state sector.

Compared to the nation at large, opinion leaders have a much better understanding of the meaning of political parties in social life and are better informed about them and their activities. Most respondents to the national poll know nothing certain about them (81.1%), but fewer leaders said that they did – 57.6% (table 24).

According to the results of the national opinion poll the first two places are occupied by the women’s party "Nadzeya" and the United Civic Party, whose ratings are very low (they do not exceed the margin of error). The Belarusian Social Democratic Union and the association "Yabloko" share the next two positions. The ratings of other parties are even lower. 
Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you are doing to vote for party candidates, 

which party are you going to support?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


United Civic Party (Anatoly Lebedko)
21.1
20.6
21.7
2.1

Party BPF (Vinzuk Vecherko)
5.3
5.9
4.3
1.1

Labor party (Alexander Bukhvostov)
5.3
8.8
–
0.6

Communist party of Belarus (Victor Chikin)
3.5
–
8.7
1.2

Belarusian Social Democratic party “Narodnaya Hramada” (Nikolai Statkevich)
1.8
2.9
–
1.1

Belarusian Social-democratic Union 

(Stanislav Shushkevich)
1.8
–
4.3
1.8

Conservative Christian party BPF 

(Zenon Paznyak)
1.8
2.9
–
1.5

Liberal Democratic party (Sergey Gaidukevich)
1.8
–
4.3
1.2

Women’s party “Nadzeya” 

(Valentina Polevikova)
–
–
–
2.9

Belarusian association “Yabloko” 

(Olga Abramova)
–
–
–
1.8

Belarusian party of communists 

(Sergey Kalyakin)
–
–
–
1.1

Other party
–
–
–
2.5

I do not know/no answer
57.6
58.9
56.7
81.1

Opinion leaders share very different preferences. They gave the United Civic Party the highest rating; more than 20% of respondents irrespective of the sector they represent spoke in its support. The party BPF and the Labor Party shared the second and third place, but only some 5% of respondents mentioned them. However, Vinzuk Vecherko’s party (BPF) has equal support from both sectors, but only non-state sector representatives mentioned Bukhvostov’s party. A fact deserves special mention that representatives of the state sector showed support for the pro-presidential Communist Party of Belarus, making it stand fourth in the rating. The support for other parties was insignificant.

So, political parties are still largely unpopular among the general public. Opinion leaders rate them higher, but still not high enough to have a decisive say in public opinions in the near future. The efforts to change the situation made by political parties themselves are presumably insufficient.
Respondents’ answers show, that the general public and opinion leaders share equal (around 60%) interest in the choice of future members of parliament. However, less than 40% of opinion leaders from the state sector have this interest, but in the non-government sector it is shared by a percentage of respondents, which is almost twice as high (73.5%). This is yet another indicator of the fact that employees of the government-controlled sector are passive, because they fear oppression more than their colleagues from the non-state sector.

Most respondents were certain that observers should be present at polling stations during the voting. Only 2.8% of opinion leaders, and 9.0% of the general public shared the opposite view. Both the leaders and the public liked independent observers best. However, 65% of opinion leaders said they wanted other observers to watch the voting process, but only 34.7% of respondents during the national poll said that they did. There is no substantial difference in views of opinion leaders from different sectors at the problem of observing elections. However, leaders from the state sector gave more than three times as many answers, saying that observers are not needed at all.

Only an insignificant part of respondents said that candidates had equal opportunities during the election race. During the leaders’ poll, only representatives of state structures mentioned that answer (30.4%). Almost all leaders, who represent non-government structures (97.1%) and almost half of their colleagues from the other group (47.8%) have a contrary point of view, which is also shared by almost 40% of respondents during the national survey.
Table 25

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the presidential elections were tomorrow, 

for whom would you vote?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government 

agencies


Mikhail Chigir
21.1
26.5
13.0
2.4

Alexander Lukashenko
10.5
–
26.1
36.3

Semion Domash
7.0
8.8
4.3
–

Anatoly Lebedko
3.5
2.9
4.3
0.8

Valentina Polevikova
3.5
5.9
–
0.8

Vladimir Yermoshin
3.5
2.9
4.3
0.5

Stanislav Shushkevich
3.5
5.9
–
2.4

Vladimir Putin
–
–
–
2.1

Therefore, the analysis of the leaders’ poll shows that they have more radical views about their participation or non-participation in the elections, than the general public. They also have less support for candidates, who support the present regime. Among the opinion leaders, those from non-government structures are better oriented on introducing changes to our life, but even "official" leaders want them to happen a lot more than the general public.

This allows us to make an assumption that if more work is done for the government sector, and if they were relieved of fear of imminent oppression (court cases, firings etc.), the opposition may count on their support.
3. Leaders and presidential elections

The September survey has shown that Mikhail Chigir topped the rating made by opinion leaders (he was mentioned by 21.1%), when they were answering an open question about a possible future president for Belarus. In the national poll, Alexander Lukashenko was in first place (36.3%). In the opinion leaders’ rating, Lukashenko was second (10.5%), amd was mentioned mostly by representatives of state structures (table 25). The general public gave the second and third place to Mikhail Chigir and Stanislav Shushkevich, who tremendously lose in popularity to Alexander Lukashenko (their ratings are equal and do not exceed the margin of error).

It is interesting that despite the sector represented by opinion leaders, the top of the list includes the same opposition politicians (Mikhail Chigir, Semion Domash and Anatoly Lebedko). Leaders from both groups mentioned Vladimir Yermoshin, which deserves attention. Apart from that, the views from different sectors are very different.

Table 26 shows answers to a multiple choice question concerning respondents’ readiness to vote for celebrity Belarusian politicians from an enclosed list, in which Alexander Lukashenko was not included. Those who wanted could write a name in an empty line. It is interesting that once a list of other politicians was offered, the number of Alexander Lukashenko’s convinced supporters among opinion leaders from state structures went down from 26.1% to 17.4%!
Table 26

Distribution of answers to the question: "For which real Belarusian celebrity politician would you vote in the presidential elections?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government 

structures
government 

agencies


Mikhail Chigir
26.3
29.4
21.7
5.7

Anatoly Lebedko
7.0
5.9
8.7
1.5

Alexander Lukashenko
7.0
–
17.4
14.8

Semion Domash
7.0
8.8
4.3
0.4

Stanislav Shushkevich
5.3
5.9
4.3
6.4

Alexander Bukhvostov
3.5
5.9
–
0.5

Sergey Gaidukevich
3.5
5.9
–
1.3

Valentina Polevikova
3.5
5.9
–
3.1

Zenon Paznyak
–
–
–
2.7

Table 27

Distribution of answers to the question: "What should Belarus’ future president be like?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


He should continue the current political course

He should change the current political course

It does not matter
7.0

84.2

1.8
–

100.0

–
17.4

60.9

4.3
32.6

49.0

15.3

He should advocate the distribution of powers

He should advocate the accumulation of power by the president

It does not matter
86.0

7.0

1.8
100.0

–

–
65.2

17.4

4.3
41.1

34.0

21.5

He should advocate Belarus’ independence

He should stand for unification with Russia

It does not matter 
78.9

14.0

5.3
91.2

5.9

2.9
60.9

26.1

8.7
37.5

44.7

15.4

He should be younger or 45 years of age

He should be older than 45

It does not matter
7.0

42.1

49.1
5.9

38.2

55.9
8.7

47.8

39.1
27.7

18.3

52.6

He should support market economy

He should support administrative economy

It does not matter
89.5

1.8

3.5
100.0

–

–
73.9

4.3

8.7
54.0

24.1

19.1

He should advocate integration into Europe

He should stand for closer integration within the CIS

It does not matter
77.2

10.5

10.5
88.2

2.9

8.8
60.9

21.7

13.0
–*

*These answers were not included in the questionnaire.

Among the general public, Lukashenko’s rating went down almost 2.5 fold (from 36.3% to 14.8%). The rating of Mikhail Chigir, Stanislav Shushkevich and other politicians, on the contrary, went up. Therefore, when we try to define the public’s political preferences, candidates’ "promotion" has a decisive impact: the public remembers politicians only when it hears about them, or sees their names on a list, as it was in this case. 

According to the results of the poll, most opinion leaders would like to see a single candidate of the democratic opposition or an independent candidate as Belarus’ future president (together the two figures make 70.1%). The sum in the non-government sector is even higher – 79.4%. Around 20% of opinion leaders from state structures prefer Alexander Lukashenko (these must be his ideological supporters), but 56.5% would support an opposition politician or an independent candidate.

However, among the general public, Lukashenko has the highest rating (37.4%). An independent candidate is in second place, missing only 7.5% to the winner, which is less than the number of voices given for an opposition candidate (9.9%). That means, that if the supporters of the opposition and an independent candidate consolidate during the second round of elections (and all other conditions remain the same), Alexander Lukashenko may lose it!

Table 27 shows what people want their future president to be. It is clear that this vision makes a big difference from the real character of Alexander Lukashenko. A comparison of his rating and the preferences from table 27 shows that his supporters know little about Alexander Lukashenko, but rather envision an illusory character created by state-controlled media (primarily the Belarusian television). 49.0% of respondents to the national poll (and 84.2% of opinion leaders) would rather have a proponent of drastic changes to the present political course, while only 32.6% (7.0% of opinion leaders) would like a new president to follow in Alexander Lukashenko’s footsteps. 41.1% of people (86.0% of opinion leaders) would like a new president to support the segregation of powers, and 54.0% would like him to support a market economy (vs. 89.5% of opinion leaders). An apologist of integration with Russia would be supported by 44.7% of people (and 14.0% of opinion leaders), and a defender of Belarus’ independence – by 37.5% (78.9% of opinion leaders).
Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question: "For whom will the majority of Belarusians vote during the forthcoming presidential elections, in your opinion?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non-government structures
government agencies


Independent candidate
35.5
44.5
23.1
15.1

Alexander Lukashenko
33.8
19.5
53.9
61.6

Single candidate of the democratic opposition
17.7
22.2
11.5
4.9

Candidate who represents a different political party
4.9
2.6
7.7
2.9

Other candidate who represents the authorities
4.9
5.6
3.8
4.8

Other candidate
3.2
5.6
–
0.6

I do not know/no answer
–
–
–
10.1

Table 28 shows that a vast majority of respondents (61.6%) are certain that the nation will back Alexander Lukashenko during the elections, although the information in the table indicate that it will not. Opinion leaders from state structures share the same way of thinking, although in their opinion an opposition or independent candidate is going to get as much as 35% of voices. On the whole, the opinion leaders’ forecast is that the opposition and independent candidates will manage to collect 53.2% of ballot sheets in their support, and Alexander Lukashenko – only 33.8%. This information is quite close to all respondents’ answers about their preferences concerning the future president of Belarus. Therefore it makes sense to believe opinion leaders. And not only believe their opinion about this question. 

Some results of the national public opinion poll, 

conducted by IISEPS in September 2000, %

Distribution of answers to the question: “What future do you think is best for Belarus?”*

Table 1.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Belarus should enter the European Union
20.6
40.3
29.7
27.6
25.8
18.8
17.7
6.6

Belarus should stay within a union with Russia, but be an independent country
37.4
27.9
39.4
33.8
33.8
37.5
40.5
42.2

Belarus should become part of Russia
17.2
4.9
5.6
11.5
12.0
19.8
19.9
28.6

Belarus should be a neutral sovereign state and not enter political unions
13.0
14.5
17.9
14.5
12.0
15.4
12.4
9.2

I do not know
11.6
12.3
7.3
12.5
16.3
8.5
9.4
12.5

*In this and other tables, adding all figures in each column may not give you 100%, because the “No answer” line was dropped.

Table 1.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

Belarus should enter the European Union
1.6
16.0
22.7
25.5
28.0

Belarus should stay within a union with Russia, but be an independent country
42.5
32.8
35.6
40.1
37.5

Belarus should become part of Russia
31.7
26.6
17.2
10.0
7.5

Belarus should be a neutral sovereign state and not enter political unions
7.8
11.2
13.2
13.7
17.3

I do not know
15.3
12.9
11.4
10.6
9.7

Table 1.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Belarus should enter the European Union
43.4
18.2
41.3
6.8
24.4

Belarus should stay within a union with Russia, but be an independent country
28.1
39.6
25.8
42.8
33.4

Belarus should become part of Russia
11.1
16.2
4.4
28.1
9.7

Belarus should be a neutral sovereign state and not enter political unions
12.8
14.7
18.1
8.0
14.4

I do not know
4.6
11.3
10.5
13.5
18.1

Table 1.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk 

region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Belarus should enter the European Union
32.1
20.5
16.7
14.7
14.3
18.2
24.0

Belarus should stay within a union with Russia, but be an independent country
35.8
35.2
35.5
34.3
43.1
40.9
37.5

Belarus should become part of Russia
10.0
20.2
21.6
18.1
20.2
18.1
14.0

Belarus should be a neutral sovereign state and not 

enter political unions
12.4
12.7
14.7
20.6
12.4
9.3
9.7

I do not know
9.7
11.0
11.5
12.3
9.5
13.6
14.4

Table 1.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large 

cities
Small towns
Villages

Belarus should enter the European Union
32.1
22.8
15.1
22.0
15.2

Belarus should stay within a union with Russia, but be an independent country
35.8
34.1
36.1
41.2
38.1

Belarus should become part of Russia
10.0
19.7
17.8
15.8
20.4

Belarus should be a neutral sovereign state and not enter political unions
12.4
12.3
18.1
8.9
13.4

I do not know
9.7
11.2
12.8
11.1
12.6

2. Distribution of answers to the question: “In your opinion, which statement most accurately describes the degree of social tensions in Belarus?”

Table 2.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

There are hardly any conflicts or social tensions in Belarus
19.0
13.7
10.3
14.4
10.7
13.7
27.1
35.0

There are some social tensions in the Belarusian society, but they are not as grave as they are in Russia and other CIS states.
52.5
52.1
53.8
49.0
53.6
57.7
52.4
48.6

Social tensions in Belarus are acute and they are on a steady increase
27.4
34.2
35.2
35.3
34.3
28.6
20.3
16.3

Table 2.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

There are hardly any conflicts or social tensions in Belarus
35.3
28.3
16.2
14.5
10.7

There are some social tensions in the 

Belarusian society, but they are not as grave as they are in Russia and other CIS states.
49.8
51.4
53.6
52.1
53.9

Social tensions in Belarus are acute and they are on a steady increase
13.8
19.3
28.8
32.8
34.6

Table 2.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

There are hardly any conflicts or social tensions in Belarus
10.1
15.7
9.4
34.0
14.9

There are some social tensions in the Belarusian society, but they are not as grave as they are in Russia and other CIS states.
46.5
55.9
55.7
49.3
47.7

Social tensions in Belarus are acute and they are on a steady increase
42.9
27.3
34.9
15.3
35.8

Table 2.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

There are hardly any conflicts or social tensions in Belarus
10.6
12.2
14.4
32.9
26.6
31.1
12.7

There are some 

social tensions in the Belarusian society, but they are not as grave as they are in Russia and other CIS states.
56.2
57.8
50.1
46.4
47.3
50.1
56.9

Social tensions in Belarus are acute and they are on a steady increase
32.4
30.0
33.3
20.6
24.3
17.3
29.5

Table 2.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional 

centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

There are hardly any conflicts or 

social tensions in Belarus
10.6
20.6
20.9
18.1
22.4

There are some social tensions in the Belarusian society, but they are not as grave as they are in Russia and other CIS states.
56.2
51.8
51.5
54.6
50.2

Social tensions in Belarus are acute and they are on a steady increase
32.4
26.8
26.1
26.3
26.4

OCTOBER – 2000

Elections 2000: post-battle landscape

The sociological procedures carried out by IISEPS in October were conducted after the first round of the elections, which took place on October 15. Therefore, we could confidently (of course, within the 3% margin of error) talk about its results and possible aftermath. 

The main result: in line with the returns of a national survey, 58.8% of the adult population participated in the election (and only one third of leaders and experts – but what does the elite decide in our country?), and only three test surveys prove the adequacy of this figure. A more detailed analysis showed that in Minsk, regional centers and large cities (with the population over 50.000 inhabitants), where more than half of the country's population lives, the number of those who voted and who did not amounted to 50%, whereas in small cities and villages, where there rest of the population lives, the ratio was 69% to 31%. An independent monitoring (on which results the conclusions of the opposition were drawn), as it is known, was carried out in 43 constituencies. It is worth mentioning that it was mainly organized in the first group of settlements. The results of this monitoring were extrapolated to all 110 constituencies, which resulted in a distortion of the actual voting returns.

It is noteworthy that in accordance with the results of the previous national survey, which was conducted three weeks prior to the election, 59% of the respondents expressed desire to participate in the parliamentary election. As we could see, these figures (considering the sampling margin of error) almost coincide with the official results – 61%. That means that the election to the Lower Chamber took place and its results are valid, and that the figures of 40% to 45% announced by the opposition (and the logical conclusion – "People supported us!") do not correspond to the reality. 

Table 1

Comparison of respondents, who voted during the parliamentary elections, 

and those who did not*, %

Social, economical and political values
Respondents, who voted (58.8)
Respondents who did not vote (39.4)

All the blame for the deteriorating economy in Belarus is on:
– the president

– organized crime
29.1

18.5
52.2

10.2

Preferred type of economy:

– market economy with little interference from the government

– administrative economy
32.3

31.0
52.4

20.8

Most efficient form of ownership:

– state property

– private property
51.0

42.0
26.9

67.1

Would like to be employed by:

– a state company

– a private company
56.8

41.4
34.3

64.0

Satisfaction with the way, Alexander Lukashenko has been ruling the country for six years:

– rather satisfied

– partly satisfied, partly not

– rather not satisfied 
28.7

44.9

26.1
11.9

36.5

51.6

Attitude to Alexander Lukashenko and his politics**:

– convinced supporters

– “vacillatory” majority

– voiced opponents
21.4

56.9

21.7
6.8

46.9

46.3

Support of the OSCE recommendations:

– grant the opposition access to government media

– stop the oppression of people, who disagree with the current political course

– introduce changes to the Election Code, which would ensure free and fair elections

– amend the Parliament authority, so that its laws would be mandatory for all government agencies
34.2

45.1

53.8

51.0
50.8

66.4

69.3

62.5

Voting in a hypothetical referendum about the merger of Russia and Belarus:

– would support it

– would not support it
65.7

20.7
42.0

27.4

If the powers do not satisfy people, they should be replaced:

– by ordinary elections

– by a referendum concerning nonconfidence to the present power and early election

– large-scale non-violence actions (meetings, rallies etc.)

– massive strikes
53.0

28.4

4.6

3.5
33.3

29.9

8.7

6.1

*The table should be read vertically. The sum of answers in columns may be less than 100%, because other answers have not been included

**Staunch supporters of Alexander Lukashenko are the respondents, who are willing to vote for him in the presidential elections in Belarus and the Union state, trust him and say that he is an ideal politician. His firm opponents are people who gave contrary answers to all these questions.

Realistically, this fact does not change the political assessment of the election. More than 5.000 different violations that were documented by independent observers (see the article by Mecheslav Grib "Black Technologies", which has recently come out in Narodnaya Volya), including coercion of people to vote for candidates of power, undoubtedly, show that the election was neither free, nor fair. Therefore the illegitimacy of the new parliament causes no doubt and it is unlikely to be recognized by the international community. What really causes doubt is a persistent and even stubborn unwillingness of the "strong opposition" leaders (i.e. those, who boycotted the election, denounced the colleagues that participated in the election, and who suggested mass protest actions as an alternative) to develop their strategy and tactics, considering the practical, but not an invented (desired) reality. 

For example, only 9.5% of the respondents answered that the failure to meet the opposition and the OSCE demands affected their attitude towards participation in the parliamentary election, and a mere 7.5% pointed in this respect at the opposition's decision to boycott the election. To what the initiators of the boycott would say: although there are few such people, but these are our steadfast adherers, and at least we managed to persuade them. A more detailed analysis shows, however, that this statement does not correspond to the reality. So, to a direct question "If you did not participate in the October 15 election, specify the reason?" only 2.9% said they “supported the boycott declared by the opposition parties” (compare: 9.2% said they “could not get to their polling centers because they were busy at home”). Only 14.7% of those who did not vote said the failure to fulfil the demands of the opposition and the OSCE affected their decision. That means that the bulk of the electorate who relinquished their rights to vote motivated the decision not by their solidarity with the opposition, but by other reasons, as disappointment with the parliamentary system (9.5% said “deputies are unlikely to stand up for my rights,” the same number trust to none of the candidates) or unbelief in any changes for the better. 

De-facto non-recognition of the newly elected Lower Chamber by international structures is based not so much on the boycott declaration, as on evidence collected by “screened” candidates and independent observers (57.2% of those who took part in the election said there were observers at their voting stations) i.e. by representative of the political, civil and social opposition, who actively participated in the election process. 

The comparative analysis of the groups that participated and did not participate in the October election reveals more information for consideration and development of further strategy (see table 1).

Obviously, among those who took part in the election there were more conservative minded people, whereas the other group are – mostly democratic minded Belarusians. At the same time, there are many democratic minded people in the first group, as well as conservative voters in the second group. So, many of those who did vote support the demands of the opposition and the OSCE (including the one about a free and fair election – almost 54%!). The distribution of staunch supporters and opponents of Aleksandr Lukashenko and his policy is especially revealing in this respect: almost 22% of those who cast their votes are his convinced adversaries, while about 8% of those who did not vote are his staunch adherers. The distribution, as we could see, is far from being “mirror-like.” The last section of the table is even more expressive: those who did no take part in the October election still prefer elections and referenda to mass protest actions!

After all, who won at the last election, and who lost? Could we say that the power lost? Probably no, because regardless of the boycott people went to polling stations (only 59% did, though Lukashenko promised 70%, and not 45% as the opposition declared). Could we say that the “strong opposition” lost? No, since the newly elected parliament is not recognized as a legitimate body; the Supreme Council is still considered legitimate. Hence, both the authorities and the political opposition have partially achieved the goals they had been striving for. The looser is part of the Belarusian society (including civil and social opposition), which is open for democratic changes, and which, at the same time, does not accept the solutions offered by the “strong opposition,” and remains out of politics. The political landscape of Belarus has few in common with the European one. People learn lessons not to correct the difficult past, but to avert its sequel in the future. The result of the presidential race which, in fact, has begun, would depend on those who first discern the reality and would act in accordance with this reality, rather than their visions of it. 

For an ideological choice information is not needed

As the last election showed, modern political technologies that are widely adopted in Russia have not come to Belarus yet. Naturally, as we see from table 2, the candidates mostly used traditional methods of persuasion. And here it turned out that almost a quarter of all the voters faced no campaigning at all! Leaflets are traditionally at the top of the information sources list (57.8%). Only 6.2% of the respondents named personal visiting of candidates as an information source. Though it is widely known that personal contacts are the most efficient method to promote this or that point of view. 

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question: "What kind of election propaganda did the candidates in your 

constituency use?"

Answer
%

They distributed leaflets
57.8

They organized gatherings and meetings with voters
26.2

They went door-to-door
6.2

They staged pickets in public places
3.4

Rallies
1.6

Other
0.6

Have not seen any forms of propaganda
24.4

Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question: "How did you receive information about candidates and their programs", %

Answer
All 

respondents
Alexander Lukashenko’s supporters (15.4)
Alexander Lukashenko’s 

opponents (31.3)

Posters, leaflets, printed adds 
55.3
56.2
59.1

Newspapers
16.4
15.8
16.5

Meetings with candidates
11.8
12.6
8.1

Television
9.8
9.9
6.2

Co-workers, friends
9.4
10.9
7.3

Radio
7.5
8.5
3.2

Boss at the office
2.7
1.8
3.1

Other source
0.5
0.7
0.4

No information was available
18.4
16.2
21.9

On the voting day
18.8
25.2
13.6

No answer
36.5
13.9
53.2

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you voted during the elections, when did you first decide that you should?", %

Answer
All 

respondents
Alexander Lukashenko’s supporters (15.4)
Alexander Lukashenko’s opponents (31.3)

Long before the elections
26.4
40.4
17.1

Shortly before the elections (5-6 days)
22.5
30.2
16.8

On the voting day
14.5
14.8
13.0

No answer
36.6
14.6
53.1

It is noteworthy that Belarusian voters were quite careless about their civil duty on October 15. Only 26.4% of the respondents said they took the decision to participate in the election well in advance, whereas 14.5% decided to go and cast their votes on the election day. We shall admit that the prognosis about considerable possibilities of official propaganda came true. During the last week before the election, which the peak of the state-run mass media propaganda, 22.5% of the respondents made up their mind to take part in the election. (see table 4). 

Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you voted during the elections, when did you decide whom to support?", %

Answer
All 

respondents
Alexander Lukashenko’s supporters (15.4)
Alexander Lukashenko’s opponents (31.3)

Long before the elections
15.1
19.6
11.9

Shortly before the elections (5-6 days)
29.5
41.3
21.2

The problem of candidate choice was postponed until the last moment. Some 20% of the respondents made the decision at the polling station (compare: the world “standard” totals 10 to 15%). Perhaps here it would be pointless to debate how deliberate and motivated that choice was. About 29.5% of the respondents (among Lukashenko’s supporters is figure is as high as 41.3%) chose the candidate they would vote for during the last five to six days. (see table 5). During the presidential election the situation will not necessarily be the same, but any democratic candidate should keep it in mind. 

Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question:

"Did you have sufficient information about candidates in your constituency and their election programs?", %

Answer
09.00
10.00

Yes
12.4
32.3

No
87.1
64.8

No answer
0.5
2.9

Table 7

Voting decisions depending on availability of information about candidates and 

their programs *, %

Voting
Had information about their candidates (32.3)
Did not have information about their candidates (64.8)

Respondents, who voted (58.8)
43.2
55.7

Respondents who did not vote (39.4)
15.6
79.0

*The table should be read horizontally.

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question to those who voted on October 15: “For which candidate did you vote during the elections?", %

Answer
All 

respondents
Alexander Lukashenko’s supporters (15.4)
Alexander Lukashenko’s (31.3)

I voted for a candidate, who said he was going to fight for changes to the current political course
8.4
5.7
10.9

I voted for a candidate, who supports the regime
13.1
37.8
0.7

I voted against everybody
8.8
3.7
13.1

I am not going to discuss this
34.1
37.4
25.5

No answer
35.5
15.4
49.8

Table 6 provides additional material to think how deliberate the voters’ choice was. Almost two thirds of the pollees did not have enough information about the candidates and their election programs. However, some 55.7% of those who participated in the election had no such information (see table 7). So, how the voters made their choice under the conditions of such information deficit? At first glance, everything proves that the majority of them did it “at random.” In fact, these people voted relying on their own ideological persuasions. Staunch supporters of Lukashenko – for candidates, who support the present authorities, while his opponents – against all and in favor of all candidates, who promised to strive for changing the current political course (see table 8). 

Table 9

Voting choices depending on availability of information about candidate and their programs*, %

Answer
Had information about their candidates (32.3)
Did not information about their candidates (64.8)

I voted for a candidate, who said he was going to fight for changes to the current political course (8.4)
46.2
51.1

I voted for a candidate, who supports the regime (13.1)
48.8
50.8

I voted against everybody (8.8)
25.0
74.3

I am not going to discuss this(34.1)
43.3
56.4

No answer (35.5)
14.1
79.0

*The table should be read horizontally.

The degree of information awareness, as it turned out, has almost no influence over the choice. The priority is given to the candidate’s ideological views, which, probably, replaces the total absence of information about him (see table 9). More than half of those who voted in favor of a candidate – opponent of the regime did not have enough information about him or his program! The situation is the same among those who chose candidates that supported the present authorities. That means that the factor of political identification is rather influential – are you against or for Lukashenko, and then many do not bother themselves with studying programs and promises of this or that candidate. Obviously, if at the presidential election the struggle would develop in line with such a polar, white-and-black scheme, a democratic candidate has rather poor chances. In this respect, during the coming presidential run-up it would be expedient for a democratic abandon the top priority dilemma “in favor of Lukashenko – against Lukashenko,” not to overstress his/her opposition-mindedness, but to concentrate the voters’ attention at positive sides of his/her election program and its possible benefits to each Belarusian. 

Radicalism enjoys no support in the society

After Yugoslav President Slobodan Milosevic was ousted from office some opposition leaders often say that the Yugoslavian scenario has fair chance to be successful in Belarus. How do such aspirations correspond to the reality? What Belarusain voters think about it? The fact that only 30.5% of convinced opponents of Lukashenko positively assessed March of Freedom III is especially revealing (see table 10). Among the vacillatory this figure is fourfold lower – 7.7%. Just compare – one fourth of the president’s adversaries and 23.7% of the vacillatory showed indifference to this action. The above figures prove that street actions staged by the opposition in their present form turned into ritual events. They attract neither representatives of the so called “kitchen opposition” to the side of the ruling regime opponents, nor those who is dissatisfied with the authorities’ policy, but, at the same time, who do not share slogans and methods of the political opposition. On the contrary, they make the social base of the regime’s adversaries even narrower. 

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to the opposition rally 

“Freedom March 3”, which took place on November 1, 2000", %

Answer
All 

respondents
Alexander 

Lukashenko’s supporters (15.4)
Alexander 

Lukashenko’s opponents (31.3)
“Vacillatory” 

respondents (53.3)

Positive 
13.9
1.3
30.5
7.7

Indifferent 
21.8
8.7
25.0
23.7

Negative
17.8
36.0
6.3
19.2

I know nothing about it
44.7
53.9
35.8
47.2

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question: "In your opinion, who participates in street actions, organized by the opposition", %

Answer
All 

respondents
Alexander 

Lukashenko’s supporters (15.4)
Alexander 

Lukashenko’s opponents (31.3)
“Vacillatory” 

respondents (53.3)

Opponents of the course taken by the current regime
66.1
59.0
72.3
64.4

People, who are unhappy about their living standards
44.2
31.0
50.5
44.3

People, who are unhappy about violations of human rights in this country
28.9
11.9
45.8
23.8

People who make a living by receiving money from the West
26.5
41.8
15.3
28.7

People, who advocate a revival of the 

national culture
21.3
8.8
35.4
16.5

People, who do not want Belarus’ to lose independence
20.4
12.3
33.2
15.2

Criminals
16.8
32.6
6.1
18.6

Foreign intelligence agents
9.1
18.3
3.1
9.9

Sexual minorities
3.9
4.9
2.0
4.8

Other
3.8
6.3
4.4
2.7

In this respect, answers to the question “Who participate in the mass protest actions staged by the opposition?” are quite instructive (see table 11). It is quite clear that in the eyes of staunch “lukashists” participants of such actions – are those who receive money from the West (41.6%), criminal elements (32.6%), and foreign intelligence spies (18.3%). However, an unflattering characteristic given to participants of such mass actions by the vacillatory (“these are those who live on money from the West” – 28.7%, “criminal elements” – 18.7% and “foreign agents” – 9.9%) is a disturbing signal to their organizers and ideologists. Because the vacillatory majority – is “no one’s” electorate that the opposition shall struggle for. 

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the power do not satisfy people, by what way they should be replaced?", %

Answer
09.00
10.00


All 

respondents
All 

respondents
Alexander 

Lukashenko’s supporters (15.4)
Alexander 

Lukashenko’s opponents (31.3)
Hesitate (53.3)

By ordinary elections
48.6
41.6
57.3
34.0
58.4

By a referendum concerning 

nonconfidence to the present power and early election
24.6
28.8
18.3
29.4
31.4

By any means, which will allow to achieve the purpose
14.6
19.5
9.9
25.8
18.6

By appeals to government agencies, demanding their resignation
5.7
12.8
13.6
13.7
12.1

By mass non-violence actions (meetings, demonstrations
3.4
6.2
1.0
11.1
4.7

By massive strikes
1.5
4.5
1.0
9.2
2.8

By other ways
1.6
1.7
2.6
1.8
1.3

Table 13

Attitude to radical actions depending on attitude to Alexander Lukashenko, %

Structure of the electorate
Alexander Lukashenko’s supporters (15.4)
Alexander Lukashenko’s opponents (31.3)
Hesitate (53.3)

Supporters of radical actions (25.3)
12.0
42.5
19.1

Opponents of radical actions (86.7)
87.7
83.9
88.1

Now we should see which model of power shift Belarusians consider optimal. The situation remains the same. Obvious preference is given to traditional methods, i.e. – by means of election (41.6% of all voters and 58.4% of the vacillatory) and by means of a referendum about distrust to authorities with subsequent election (28.8%). Less respondents opted for a radical method, i.e. using all means to achieve the goal (see table 12). Even among convinced opponents of Lukashenko, who are the strong electorates of the opposition, only one fourth is ready to resort to any means. At the same time, Lukashenko’s opponents are prone to choose an evolution scenario, when the election mechanism is applied. 

To put it fair we shall note that the number of those who support radical actions has dropped a little as compared to the September survey (see table 17 on page 50). As a whole, as was the case earlier, radicalism enjoys no support in the Belarusian society. Its aversion has no links to ideological views of voters. Among convinced adversaries of the head of state, as well as among his supporters, the number of opponents of radical actions is basically the same (see table 13). In both cases it amounts to 90% and leaves no chances to followers of the revolutionary scenario to overthrow the regime by means of mass street actions. The above statement does not mean that it is necessary to abandon such actions at all. Not at all. Street actions – as a means of exerting pressure upon the authorities, as an indicator of the opposition’s support among a great part of the society, and finally, as an evidence of the opposition’s ability to use this support, might be and should be used. However, they should be considered as one, but not the only one, of the most efficient means to struggle against the regime. And if it is applied, it should be done so that no one could doubt its goals and efficiency. An optimal choice would be to use mass actions as a weighty argument during the transition to an election scenario with maximum advantages to the opposition. It is worth mentioning that March of Freedom I was staged under the motto “For a free and fair election”. 

Political views of Belarusian elite in the mirror of sociology

1. Confidence of Belarusians in state and civil institutes is decreasing

As the results of the analysis show confidence of public leaders in state and public institutes differs greatly from that of the population (see table 14). If the leaders are more prone to trust independent research centers, non-state mass media and OSCE AMG, the population trust first of all to church, army and independent research centers, the trust index of which is much higher than that of the president, thereby deforming the traditional Slavic triad “God, Tzar and Military Chief.” The leaders trust courts, police and local authorities least of all, whereas the population – political parties, police and local authorities. 

Unlike the population, the leaders express trust (or distrust) more definitely to this or that institution, which is proved by higher absolute indexes and fewer those who found it difficult to answer. 

As compared to the September survey, the leader’s trust index to most institutions has considerably decreased. To a greater degree it dropped to the 13th Supreme Council, non-state mass media, OSCE AMG, courts and political parties. On the contrary, church, labor unions of the Federation of Labor Unions, the government, the president and the National Assembly have gained a little in these terms. As a whole, only one third of institutions enjoyed an increase in their trust index. 

As for the whole population, in October its trust almost to all state and public institutes went down. Only three of them saw an increase (police, courts and the 13th Supreme Council). Local authorities, the government, the Central Election Committee and the Army suffered the most considerable losses. 

It is very interesting that the trust index dropped first of all to the most significant state institutions (president, government, national assembly, CEC, army), that may prove the country’s system crisis deepening. 

If representatives of non-state organizations are most confident in independent research centers, non-state mass media, OSCE AMG, entrepreneurs’ unity, free and independent labor unions, and least – in national assembly, police, president, courts and state-run mass media, – representatives of state structures are most confident in independent research centers, army, church and government, and least – in courts, police, local authorities, CEC and national assembly. 

Table 14

Index of trust in state and public institutions*

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government 

agencies


Independent analytical centers
+0.556
+0.690
+0.400
+0.078

Non-government media
+0.377
+0.571
+0.160
–0.144

OSCE Advisory and Monitoring Group in 

Belarus
+0.245
+0.448
0
–0.062

Groups of businessmen
+0.167
+0.345
–0.040
–0.118

Free and independent trade unions
+0.074
+0.310
–0.200
–0.087

Political parties
–0.019
+0.214
–0.292
–0.402

Church
–0.148
–0.517
+0.280
+0.296

Army
–0.151
–0.607
+0.360
+0.167

Trade unions, which are members to the Federation of trade unions 
–0.167
–0.103
–0.240
–0.143

13th Parliament
–0.240
–0.034
–0.480
–0.289

Constitutional court
–0.333
–0.690
+0.080
–**

Government
–0.333
–0.825
+0.240
–0.250

State research centers
–0.396
–0.793
+0.083
–0.037

President
–0.630
–0.897
–0.320
–0.017

KGB
–0.642
–0.862
–0.375
–0.181

Government media
–0.698
–0.893
–0.480
+0.010

Central electoral committee
–0.704
–0.828
–0.560
–0.236

National assembly
–0.741
–1.000
–0.520
–0.270

Local authorities
–0.759
–0.828
–0.680
–0.365

Police
–0.815
–0.931
–0.680
–0.298

Courts
–0.815
–0.897
–0.720
–0.227

*The index of trust may be in the range of +1 to –1 and is a correlation between the sum of positive answers “I trust in them” and negative answers “I do not trust in them”, and the number of all respondents, who answered the question.

**This answer was not included in the questionnaire.

As a whole, the leaders are most confident in civil society structures, rather than in any state institutions. Only army, government, state-tun research centers and Constitutional Court enjoy more trust among the leaders of state structures. 

As compared with September, the trust index among the leaders of state structures dropped almost to all institutions. Especially to courts, and structures close to the election process (political parties, 13th Supreme Council, OSCE AMG). At the same time, church, government and army enjoyed an increase in this respect. This dynamics seems to be connected to the fact that the autumn election campaign did not come up to the state structures leaders’ expectations of some changes in the life of Belarus’s society. It could be asserted that these were quite serious expectations, because the index dropped considerably. 

The same circumstance, obviously, affected the dynamics of trust to state and public institutions among the leaders of non-state structures. Their trust to non-state mass media, army, 13th Supreme Council and government dropped most of all. Also, OSCE AMG, courts, police, national assembly and others structures lost some of their trust. At the same time, labor unions of the Federation of Labor Unions, as well as entrepreneurs’ unity and political parties enjoy an increased trust. 

In general, Belarus’s population is notable for a rather distrustful attitude towards any institutions, regardless of the fact whether they are independent or state-run. 

Public leaders and the autumn parliamentary election

The results of the survey show that only 33.3% of the leaders took part in the October 15 voting. Among the population the figure was as high as 58.8%. Comparison of these figures to intentions of taking part in the election, which were voiced during the previous survey, show that they almost coincide: 31.6% of the leaders were going to participate, 59% – among the population. It could be stated that those leaders, who failed to make up their mind until the election day, joined the boycott supporters. Voters who had made their decision dependent on the political situation during the run-up period or avoided a definite answer acted in the same manner. Such an outcome should have been expected, since the undemocratic nature of the autumn election was clear with the naked eye, and it was too naive to expect some progressive changes from the authorities. 

The coincidence of the number of those who did vote with the number of those who intended to do it proves that they made the decision to participate well in advance. Actually, many of them felt no necessity to make a decision: a considerable part of supporters’ of the election are Lukashenko’s adherers, who actively perceive and follow his instructions. A similar example has already been registered in Belarus’s history, when Lukashenko called upon his electorate to boycott the 1995 parliamentary election. As a result it was frustrated in one third of all the constituencies. 

This assumption is indirectly proved by the survey results, which show that the overwhelming majority of the leaders of state structures who participated in the election made up their mind well in advance. The population as a whole acted in a similar way. As for a preferred candidate, it is quite natural that the majority of the population made the choice on the eve of the election day or even at the polling station: the electorate was more interested in the candidate’s political adherence (which is easy to define at the polling station), than in his/her personality (much more time is needed to study it). Members of election committees are always eager to clear up the first option. 

Table 15

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you are one of the people who did not to vote in the 15 October elections, why did you choose not to?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


The elections were not free and fair
32.1
31.9
33.3
12.0

This parliament has no real power
30.4
31.9
25.1
18.3

I supported the boycott launched by 

opposition parties
21.4
22.7
16.7
6.4

Deputies are not going to act in my 

interests
7.1
6.8
8.3
21.1

I do not trust any of the candidates
5.4
4.5
8.3
21.1

I did not have a chance to go and cast my vote, because I was too busy
3.6
2.2
8.3
21.1

Total
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

*The results were equalized to make 100%, because respondents could give more than one answer. 

The leaders’ attitude to the parliamentary election is mainly defined by the sector they represent. So, the ratio of those leaders who took part in the election is fourfold higher in state than in non-state structures, and is almost equal to the ratio of the population who voted. It is also worth mentioning that the number of the state structures’ leaders who took part in the election is higher than the number of those who intended to do it (56% and 52.2% respectively), and is lower than of non-state structures (17.6% and 13.8% respectively). 

An analysis of the leaders’ answers showed that the failure of authorities to fulfil the demands of the opposition and the OSCE regarding the election process affected their opinion more (38.9%) than the opinion of the population: only 9.5% stated about it. Meanwhile, if the opinion of the leaders almost halved in this respect, half of the population said it did not influenced their decision, and another half evaded a definite answer. 

It is noteworthy that the leaders of non-state structures turned out more sensitive to the failure than their colleagues from state structures. 

The decision of the opposition to boycott the parliamentary election affected the decision to participate even less. 31.5% of the leaders answered in the affirmative to this question, whereas among the population the figure leveled at 7.5%. In state structures the number of those who answered in the affirmative was 3.5fold higher than of those who replied in the negative, in non-state structures – they halved, what obviously reflects political preferences. 

There were two main reasons why the leaders ignored the election (see table 15). First – “it wasn’t a free and fair election,” second – “the present parliament decides nothing.” Only 21.4% of the leaders referred to their support of the boycott as the main reason. 

Absolutely different reasons dominated the answers of the population. Especially those, that we considered insignificant by the leaders: “deputies are unlikely to stand up for my interests,” “I trust none of the candidates” and “I could not get to the polling station, was busy at home.” Insignificance of powers of the newly elected parliament was named by 18.3% of the respondents, which is close to that among the leaders. The boycott was placed at the bottom. Realistically, the difference of opinions on this issue among leaders of state and non-state structures was very small. 

The last month survey showed that the leaders as compared with the population as a whole understand importance of political parties in public life better and have more information about them and their activities. At the same time the decision of the main opposition parties to boycott the election sharply reduced the participation of their party electorate, and as a result, the respondents gave few answers when asked “candidates of which parties they supported at the election.” The preferences of the leaders and the population towards the shortlisted parties were basically the same. 

A comparison of parties’ electorate preferences towards the shortlisted parties with the results of the September survey showed that their popularity ratings among the population went up considerably (of all the parties). That means that the opponents of the boycott from the “boycotting” parties’ electorate had to choose from candidates nominated by congenial parties. The leaders could change their preferences to a smaller degree. Therefore, only the BSDP “Narodnya Hramada”, the PCB and the united party Yabloko enjoyed a relative increase in popularity ratings. The Labor Party faced a downward tendency. 

Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you are one of those, who voted on October 15, whom did you support?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


I voted for a candidate, who said he was going to fight for changes to the current 

political course
20.4
17.2
24.0
8.4

I voted for a candidate, who supports the regime
11.1
–
24.0
13.1

I voted against everybody
9.3
6.9
12.0
34.1

I am not going to discuss this
1.9
3.4
–
8.8

No answer
57.3
72.5
40.0
35.6

Table 16 shows that the majority of the leaders who took part in the election chose the candidate who promised to strive for changing the present course. State structures’ leaders equally supported opponents and proponents of the present course. Among the whole population more than half of those who did vote evaded a direct answer to this question. The majority of those who answered voted in favor of the candidate who supported the present authorities. In September 33.6% of the respondents promised their support to pro-Lukashenko’s candidates. Perhaps, they kept the promise, but preferred to keep silent!

The survey showed that the majority of the leaders and the population are not satisfied with the information support of the election. Leaflets and posters were named as the main sources of information. Then the leaders mentioned discussions with candidates, and newspapers were cited third. For the population, newspapers are the second information source, which gives valuable material for consideration. The results also showed that the importance of the notorious Belarusian Television in terms of election campaign propaganda was somehow exaggerated. 

As it turned out, distribution of leaflets – was the main form of election campaigning. Half of the respondents (both the leaders and the population) stressed that. The second significant form was – meetings with candidates and voters. As for other forms of election campaigning, their role was of small importance. That fact that every fifth voters asserts that saw no forms of campaigning makes us to think it over. Perhaps, it resulted from the boycott announced by the main parties. 

The overwhelming majority of the leaders (72.2%) are confident that candidates did not enjoy equal conditions during the election campaign. The structures they represent are of no importance here. Though the figures of the national survey differ a lot: more than half (53.7%) of the population evaded this question, the rest halved. That means that the majority of our co-citizens do not bother themselves with it, which proves low significance of each particular candidate’s personality. 

The respondents’ answers show that sensitive information about political rivals is not widely used in our country. Every sixth leader knows about such tactics, among the population – every seventeenth. The majority failed to give a clear answer. 

More than half of the leaders (53.7%), first of all from state structures (they know what they are talking about!) said that the authorities supported some candidates in their constituencies. The others (some 42.6%), perhaps, preferred to keep silent on such a “sensitive” question. We believe that if there were no support from authorities, they would have answered straightforward. 

Among the population, two thirds of those who gave an answer (27%) are confident that the authorities did render assistance. 

About half of the leaders polled (48.1%) noticed the presence of observers at their polling stations. If we compare this figure to the number of those who participated in the election (33.3%), the difference shall be attributed to the observers. It seems that answers of the population are more trustworthy in this respect: only 37% of the voters notices the presence of observers, though the figure of those who participated in the election is much higher – 58.8%. 

Therefore, the analysis of the leaders’ poll shows that representative of the elite are disappointed with the autumn election campaign, because they are more prone to changes in society, than the population is. Unlike the majority of the electorate, they are more loyal to the most important aims of political opposition. Perhaps, it stems from a better understanding of the civil progress development (as compared to the electorate as a whole); reasoning, rather than emotions guide them. Among the leaders, those of non-state structures sound more progressive. The leaders of state structures are more conservative and cautious, but they are not satisfied with today’s Belarusian situation and under certain circumstances the opponents of the present regime could rely on their support. 

3. Public leaders and presidential election

The results of the leaders’ survey regarding the forthcoming presidential election are rather interesting. So, answering the open question “who would you vote for presidency tomorrow”, the leaders mentioned Mikhail Chigir in the first place, whereas Lukasheno tops the list with the population. The latter was second in the leaders’ list, mainly due to positive answers of representatives of state structures (see table 17). As for the population, Mikhail Chigir and Stanislav Shushkevich were places second and third, respectively, though lagging far behind Lukashenko. 

As compared with the last month survey, Chigir’s popularity ratings with the leaders dropped almost by one third (down from 21.1%). With the population – it rocketed threefold (up from 2.4%), whereas Lukashenko lost 3.1 points. 

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the presidential elections were tomorrow, 

for whom would you vote?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


Mikhail Chigir
14.9
17.2
12.0
6.9

Alexander Lukashenko
11.1
3.4
20.0
33.2

Vassily Leonov
9.3
3.4
16.0
–

Anatoly Lebedko
5.6
6.9
4.0
0.7

Yuri Khodyko
5.6
3.4
8.0
0.4

Zenon Paznyak
3.7
3.4
4.0
1.9

Sergey Gaidukevich
3.7
3.4
4.0
1.5

Stanislav Shushkevich
–
–
–
3.0

It is worth mentioning that in the October survey Vasily Leonov was placed third among the leaders. He appeared on the presidential rating list for the first time. It is significant that his candidacy was most actively supported in state structures, where Leonov beat even Chigir. However, so far Leonov has not been on the population’s list. 

Overall popularity ratings of other politicians do not exceed the margin of error. 

When offered to choose from shortlisted presidential contenders, excluding Lukashenko, respondents show a different tendency. Those who wanted to put it in were given a chance. 

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question: "For which real Belarusian celebrity politician would you vote in the presidential elections?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non-government structures
government 

agencies


Vassily Leonov
16.7
6.9
28.0
–

Mikhail Chigir
13.0
17.4
8.0
8.9

Alexander Lukashenko
9.3
3.4
16.0
16.7

Anatoly Lebedko
5.6
10.5
–
3.8

Yuri Khodyko
5.6
6.9
4.0
0.7

Vladimir Yermoshin
3.7
3.4
4.0
6.2

Zenon Paznyak
3.7
3.4
4.0
2.0

Sergey Gaidukevich
3.7
3.4
4.0
2.4

Lidia Yermoshina
1.9
–
4.0
2.9

Stanislav Shushkevich
1.9
–
4.0
7.2

Vassily Dolgolev
–
–
–
4.2

As we could see from table 18, the leaders placed Leonov at the top, then goes Chigir, Lukashenko is the third. Chigir tops the list with the leaders of non-state structures (Anatoly Lebedko is placed second). The leaders of state structures put Leonov first and Lukashenko second. 

As compared with the September survey, Chigir’s rating with the leaders dropped more than twofold (from 26.3% down to 13%), and even more in state structures (from 21.7% to a mere 8%). That means that the Belarusian elite, especially if connected to state structures, is actively seeking for a new candidate for the nation’s leader, whom it would be ready to support at the presidential election. 

The indirect question rating with the population looks different. Lukashenko tops the list with 16.7%, which is higher than in September (14.8%). The figure, however, is twofold lower than in the open rating (see table 18). Other politicians enjoy higher popularity ratings if the question is put indirectly. So, Chigir’s ratings go up from 6.9% to 8.9%, Shushkevich’s – from 3% to 7.2%, Lebedko’s – from 0.7% to 3.8%, etc. 

It is also worth mentioning that when compared with September the closed ratings went up not only for Lukashenko, but also for the most of shortlisted politicians (it is especially revealing for Lebedko – from 1.5% to 3.8%). 

Table 19

Distribution of answers to the question: "Whom would you like to be president of Belarus?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non-government structures
government 

agencies


Single candidate of the democratic 

opposition
37.0
51.7
20.0
8.5

Independent candidate
35.2
31.2
40.0
22.3

Alexander Lukashenko
9.3
3.4
16.0
32.0

Other candidate
3.7
3.4
4.0
1.7

Candidate, who represents a different political party
1.9
–
4.0
2.2

I do not know/No answer
12.9
10.3
16.0
33.3

Table 19 shows that the majority of the leaders would like to see a single opposition candidate, or an independent candidate (together 72.2%, or 2.1 points higher than in September) as the president. The leaders of non-state structures were even more positive in this respect – 82.9% (79.4% in September). Only 16% of the leaders of state structures would like to see Lukashenko in this office (21.7% in September), whereas 60% would have supported an independent or opposition candidate (56.5% in September). It must be noted that representatives of the elite give more points in favor of an independent candidate, while the ratings of a single opposition candidate is decreasing. We believe that if the present tendency persists, the opposition shall work out another strategic scenario of the future election campaign for democratic forces. 

The analysis of the people’s answers to this question shows that Lukashenko is not the only political figure at the political field of the country. If 32% of the respondents would like to see him as the future president, 30.8% support an independent or a single opposition candidate. The difference, as we could see, is within the margin of error. We shall remind that in September the popularity ratings leveled at 37.4% and 39.8%, respectively. Both lost some votes because they went to the “swamp,” i.e. to those declined to answer, rather than to another figure. 

Pay attention to the fact that in the forthcoming struggle for presidency real person Aleksandr Lukashenko does not beat an image of a possible rival, not speaking about further prospects for a certain politician. 

Table 20

Distribution of answers to the question: "For whom will the majority of Belarusians vote during the forthcoming presidential elections, in your opinion?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non-government structures
government 

agencies


Independent candidate
38.9
41.4
36.0
13.6

Alexander Lukashenko
35.2
27.6
44.0
41.3

Single candidate of the democratic opposition
18.5
27.6
8.0
5.2

Candidate who represents a different political party
–
–
–
1.0

Other answer/I do not know
7.4
3.4
12.0
38.9

Table 20 presents the respondents’ opinion about how the majority of the population would vote at the forthcoming presidential election. As we could note, the respondents of the national survey are confident that Lukashenko is likely to gain 41.3% of votes, though table 19 shows different statistics. A month ago the population cast 61.6% of votes in favor of Lukashenko. Almost a 30% slump within a month!

An independent candidate, if supported by the united opposition, as the population put it, could have relied on 18.8% of votes (20% in September). 

The leaders, however, have no doubts that an independent candidate would get a downslide (38.9), whereas Lukashenko might get only 35.2%. So, the leaders predict that the opposition and independent parties could fish for 57.4% of votes together (53.2% in September). The non-state structures’ leaders are much more optimistic in this respect: they say that the figure could be as high as 69%, while Lukashenko – only 27.6%. The leaders of state structures sound less optimistic: they give Lukashenko and his rival 44% of votes each. As compared with the last month, the leaders’ prognosis became more optimistic. 

Table 21

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you were to choose the president of Belarus today from these two politicians only, whom would you choose?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non-government structures
government 

agencies


Sergey Gaidukevich – Alexander Lukashenko 

For Sergey Gaidukevich
11.1
13.9
8.0
4.9

For Alexander Lukashenko
13.0
3.4
24.0
36.2

Against both
63.0
69.0
56.0
22.1

Would not come to the polling station 
11.1
10.3
12.0
7.6

No answer
1.9
3.4
–
29.2

Radim Garetsky – Alexander Lukashenko

For Radim Garetsky
29.6
38.0
20.0
2.6

For Alexander Lukashenko
11.1
3.4
20.0
35.6

Against both
40.7
44.9
36.0
21.9

Would not come to the polling station 
9.3
10.3
8.0
7.1

No answer
9.3
3.4
16.0
32.8

Sergey Kalyakin – Alexander Lukashenko

For Sergey Kalyakin
13.0
10.3
16.0
2.8

For Alexander Lukashenko
11.1
3.4
20.0
35.4

Against both
55.6
62.1
48.0
23.0

Would not come to the polling station 
16.6
20.8
12.0
7.0

No answer
3.7
3.4
4.0
31.8

Anatoly Lebedko – Alexander Lukashenko

For Anatoly Lebedko
44.4
55.3
32.0
6.0

For Alexander Lukashenko
11.1
3.4
20.0
35.6

Against both
31.5
31.0
32.0
20.2

Would not come to the polling station 
3.7
6.9
–
6.5

No answer
9.3
3.4
16.0
31.7

Vassily Leonov – Alexander Lukashenko*

For Vassily Leonov
55.6
55.2
56.0
–

For Alexander Lukashenko
9.3
–
20.0
–

Against both
18.4
20.7
16.0
–

Would not come to the polling station 
7.4
13.8
–
–

No answer
9.3
10.3
8.0
–

Mikhail Myasnikovich – Alexander Lukashenko*

For Mikhail Myasnikovich
7.4
13.8
–
–

For Alexander Lukashenko
9.3
–
20.0
–

Against both
62.9
62.1
64.0
–

Would not come to the polling station 
13.0
13.8
12.0
–

No answer
7.4
10.3
4.0
–

Nikolai Statkevich – Alexander Lukashenko

For Nikolai Statkevich
27.8
34.5
20.0
6.7

For Alexander Lukashenko
9.3
–
20.0
35.6

Against both
42.5
41.4
44.0
19.8

Would not come to the polling station 
9.3
13.8
4.0
6.7

No answer
11.1
10.3
12.0
31.2

Mikhail Chigir – Alexander Lukashenko

For Mikhail Chigir
57.4
69.0
44.0
13.5

For Alexander Lukashenko
9.3
–
20.0
35.0

Against both
14.8
10.3
20.0
16.2

Would not come to the polling station 
3.7
6.9
–
5.7

No answer
14.8
13.8
16.0
29.6

*This variant was not offered to respondents during the nation-wide poll.

Table 21 is quite interesting. As we could see, the leaders are quite dissatisfied with Lukashenko and are ready to replace him with another politician. But not with any politician. So, trying to gain their votes in the hypothetical second round Lukashenko is losing to Chigir, Leonov, Lebedko, Statkevich, Garetsky and even Kalyakin, but he is beating Myasnikovich and Gaidukevich. 

However the leaders, both from state and non-state structures, have different visions regarding the shortlisted candidates. So, if with state structures Lukashenko defeats Myasnikovich, Kalyakin and Gaidukevich, and equals Garetsky and Statkevich, with non-state structures he looses to all of them, at a different rate of course, but that does not really matter.

At the same time, a very high percentage of the leaders who would have voted against both candidates seems confusing. The pairs Lukashenko-Gaidukevich and Lukashenko-Myashnikovich topped the list, Lukashenko-Chigir and Lukashenko-Leonov – have a smaller number of opponents. 

The population has different preferences. They believe that none of the contenders beats Lukashenko’s (candidatures of Leonov and Myasnikovich were omitted in the national survey). The most “successful” was Chigir. Some 16.2% to 23% would have voted against both candidates in any pairs. Though about 30% of the respondents declined to answer in each case. 

According to the population, a single opposition candidate could get an average of 14%. The leaders are much more “generous” – they predict that an opposition candidate could rely on average on 30% of votes (25% with the leaders of state structures, 35% with the leaders of non-state structures). 

Finally we could assert that the majority of the leaders are actively concerned over seeking a new national leader. But they would prefer an independent candidate, rather than a single opposition candidate. 

4. Leaders and mass media

Table 22 shows that unlike the population as a whole the leaders feel confidence first of all in Belarusian non-state press, Western radio and television, Russian television and FM radio stations (all the mass media shortlisted have a positive index).

Table 22

Index of trust in mass media*

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non-government structures
government agencies


Belarusian non-state media
+0.462
+0.724
+0.130
–0.094

Western radio
+0.240
+0.481
–0.043
–0.162

Western TV
+0.176
+0.393
–0.087
–0.174

Russian TV
+0.157
+0.276
0
+0.355

Belarusian non-state radio (FM-channels)
+0.019
+0.034
0
+0.035

Russian newspapers
–0.096
–0.034
–0.174
+0.183

Russian radio
–0.118
–0.179
–0.043
+0.210

Belarusian non-state TV
–0.286
–0.276
–0.300
–0.097

Belarusian government papers
–0.736
–1.000
–0.500
+0.115

Belarusian government radio
–0.808
–1.000
–0.565
+0.137

Belarusian government TV
–0.827
–1.000
–0.652
+0.118

*The index of trust may be in the range of +1 to –1 and is a correlation between the sum of positive answers “I trust in them” and negative answers “I do not trust in them”, and the number of all respondents, who answered the question.

The leaders trust least Belarusian state-run mass media. The same distribution is among the leaders of non-state structures. Only Belarusian non-state newspapers received a positive index with the leaders of state structures, who trust least Belarus’s state-run mass media. 

The population has, of course, different preferences. People trust most of all Russia’s mass media, and least – Western television (do they watch it?), Western radio, Belarus’s non-state television and non-state newspapers.

The majority of the respondents, both among the leaders and among the population as a whole, believe that Belarusian mass media are dependent. And most of all they are dependent, in line with a common opinion, on the president. The dependence on other institutions is of no importance, the respondents say. 

Hence, Lukashenko’s opinion dominates Belarus’s mass media. However, the population is more prone to trust Russian mass media, first of all electronic, which broadcast volumes in Belarus are considerable. We could conclude that the population is tired of the Belarusian media’s suffocating atmosphere of “harmony of opinions,” lie and non-professionalism. This circumstance causes periodic outbreaks of Lukashenko’s hatred to the bulk of Russian mass media.

Some results of the national public opinion poll, 

conducted by IISEPS in October 2000, %

1. Distribution of answers to the question: “Did you vote in the October 15, 2000 elections?"*

Table 1.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Yes
58.8
29.3
47.5
53.8
51.8
58.2
68.9
75.9

No
39.4
68.3
51.2
45.1
46.9
40.3
29.0
21.8

I do not know anything about the matter in question
1.3
1.3
0
0.1
0.2
0.3
2.1
1.6

*In this and other tables, adding all figures in each column may not give you 100%, because the “No answer” line was dropped.

Table 1.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

Yes
81.3
54.7
54.6
54.4
62.0

No
16.0
41.7
43.8
44.5
37.5

I do not know anything about the matter in question
2.7
2.3
0.8
1.1
0.5

Table 1.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
38.0
60.8
30.9
75.5
46.4

No
62.0
37.8
66.0
22.2
53.6

I do not know anything about the matter in question
0
1.2
2.0
1.7
0

Table 1.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Yes
48.6
67.9
60.2
63.2
49.9
60.4
62.9

No
48.1
31.6
36.7
36.8
47.7
36.9
37.1

I do not know anything about the matter in question
3.0
0
2.4
0
1.6
1.6
0

Table 1.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Yes
48.6
52.1
44.1
64.5
71.0

No
48.1
45.1
53.5
34.3
28.5

I do not know anything about the matter in question
3.0
1.9
0.8
1.2
0.4

2. Distribution of answers to the question: ”Do you approve of some Belarusian opposition politicians, who decided to enter the race for parliamentary seats in the October 15 elections?”

Table 2.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

I approve of them
24.7
22.1
26.1
27.9
28.5
26.3
28.9
17.5

I disapprove of them
15.3
8.9
13.3
9.3
13.7
19.5
17.0
17.4

I do not know anything about the matter in question
18.0
23.2
20.8
18.0
15.1
14.7
15.4
21.2

I do not know
40.4
41.2
37.7
43.6
40.5
39.4
37.7
41.8

Table 2.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

I approve of them
7.2
18.9
28.1
26.1
34.4

I disapprove of them
10.9
16.4
13.3
19.8
15.6

I do not know anything about the matter in question
33.8
15.8
15.7
17.4
13.0

I do not know
45.1
47.5
40.9
35.1
36.5

Table 2.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

I approve of them
31.0
28.2
23.9
17.3
24.0

I disapprove of them
15.4
15.2
8.8
16.9
14.8

I do not know anything about the matter in question
13.2
16.6
22.2
21.6
16.0

I do not know
38.8
38.9
40.6
42.4
45.2

Table 2.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

I approve of them
40.8
26.6
17.0
24.7
15.5
27.7
18.3

I disapprove of them
10.1
14.6
23.5
16.5
12.3
14.3
16.2

I do not know 

anything about the matter in question
13.5
21.0
21.6
23.5
9.2
14.8
22.3

I do not know
34.7
36.8
36.4
33.9
60.2
42.0
40.1

Table 2.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

I approve of them
40.8
23.7
27.6
19.4
18.8

I disapprove of them
10.1
13.1
15.9
16.6
17.5

I do not know anything about the matter in question
13.5
15.9
13.3
23.1
20.3

I do not know
34.7
42.6
42.6
38.3
43.1

3. Distribution of answers to the question: “Did you have sufficient information about the candidates in your constituency and their election platforms?”

Table 3.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Yes
32.3
21.2
26.8
24.4
32.5
33.9
44.2
34.4

No
64.8
69.6
71.0
75.0
66.1
64.2
52.7
62.8

Table 3.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished 

secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

Yes
32.6
35.3
30.0
32.6
34.1

No
64.5
61.8
66.2
64.9
64.7

Table 3.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
24.0
35.3
21.0
35.9
24.9

No
74.1
62.8
69.1
61.9
72.9

Table 3.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk 

region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Yes
24.3
43.3
30.3
36.3
31.0
34.2
28.3

No
72.6
49.7
68.6
62.2
66.0
63.0
70.4

Table 3.5. By type of settlement 

Answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Yes
24.3
23.2
34.2
35.0
38.9

No
72.6
72.0
64.3
63.0
58.6

4. Distribution of answers to the question to those, who participated the elections: “When did you decide for whom you were going to vote?"

Table 4.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Long before the elections
15.1
10.7
12.7
9.4
11.9
17.7
20.0
17.8

Shortly before the elections 

(5-6 days)
29.5
16.9
25.5
33.0
30.1
30.3
30.2
32.6

On the voting day
18.8
10.8
13.6
16.5
18.4
13.3
21.6
27.5

No answer
36.5
61.6
48.2
41.1
39.5
38.7
28.1
22.1

Table 4.2. By education 


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

Long before the elections
13.0
14.7
13.8
11.9
17.4

Shortly before the elections 

(5-6 days)
29.2
29.1
28.9
28.0
34.6

On the voting day
37.6
15.4
15.4
18.0
16.2

No answer
17.0
39.4
41.6
39.7
31.8

Table 4.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Long before the elections
10.5
15.4
9.0
19.3
12.4

Shortly before the elections 

(5-6 days)
18.3
32.9
19.8
33.1
21.1

On the voting day
15.5
17.3
11.0
25.6
16.4

No answer
55.7
34.4
60.3
21.9
50.1

Table 4.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Long before the elections
8.6
15.7
13.5
25.2
12.9
17.8
15.5

Shortly before the 

elections (5-6 days)
24.3
39.9
31.4
26.2
21.3
29.7
32.5

On the voting day
20.5
16.5
21.6
17.4
17.5
19.5
18.5

No answer
46.6
27.8
33.5
31.2
48.2
33.0
33.6

Table 4.5. By type of settlement

Answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Long before the elections
8.6
15.3
9.6
18.3
18.7

Shortly before the elections 

(5-6 days)
24.3
22.0
25.7
34.3
35.2

On the voting day
20.5
19.7
13.0
17.3
21.4

No answer
46.6
43.0
51.8
30.1
24.6

5.  Distribution of answers to the question to those who voted on October 15: “For which 

candidate did you vote during the elections?"

Table 5.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

I voted for a candidate, who said he was going to fight for changes to the current political course
8.4
5.5
10.5
6.7
7.8
8.6
14.7
6.5

I voted for a candidate, who supports the regime
13.1
0
3.1
10.1
5.5
6.5
13.7
33.4

I voted against everybody
8.8
7.4
13.7
7.8
11.5
9.0
10.4
4.7

I am not going to discuss this
34.1
24.8
31.1
35.8
36.1
39.0
33.8
32.6

No answer
35.5
62.3
41.3
39.6
39.1
36.9
27.4
22.8

Table 5.2. By education 


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

I voted for a candidate, who said he was going to fight for changes to the current political course
2.9
6.9
9.9
9.3
9.6

I voted for a candidate, who supports the regime
47.5
14.8
5.7
8.7
8.6

I voted against everybody
5.6
4.7
9.5
10.1
11.7

I am not going to discuss this
24.6
35.1
35.3
34.1
38.6

No answer
19.4
38.6
39.7
37.8
31.5

Table 5.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

I voted for a candidate, who said he was going to fight for changes to the current political course
6.9
9.9
4.9
6.9
8.3

I voted for a candidate, who supports the regime
2.6
6.9
0.7
33.7
4.1

I voted against everybody
9.7
10.0
7.3
6.2
12.4

I am not going to discuss this
29.7
39.1
27.2
30.8
31.3

No answer
51.1
34.0
59.9
22.4
43.9

Table 5.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

I voted for a candidate, who said he was going to fight for changes to the current political course
10.2
11.5
5.7
12.4
10.7
4.0
4.2

I voted for a candidate, who supports the regime
5.2
9.0
13.6
13.8
7.2
20.4
24.7

I voted against everybody
8.6
11.5
9.6
5.8
8.9
8.6
8.0

I am not going to discuss this
28.6
44.3
38.6
35.1
28.1
34.9
29.8

No answer
47.5
23.7
32.5
32.8
45.1
32.1
33.1

Table 5.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional 

centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

I voted for a candidate, who said he was going to fight for changes to the current 

political course
10.2
7.9
8.4
9.8
6.9

I voted for a candidate, who supports the 

regime
5.2
12.4
2.7
18.2
19.4

I voted against everybody
8.6
9.3
11.8
7.2
8.3

I am not going to discuss this
28.6
30.3
28.0
35.9
40.9

No answer
47.5
40.2
49.1
28.9
24.5

NOVEMBER – 2000

Presidential race begins: how to avoid false start?

The analysis of changes of Alexander Lukashenko’s rating over the last year allows us to make a conclusion that it is on a downward trend. It is not a “collapse” (which is one of the president’s favorite catchwords), but neither is it a temporary thing. It is a stable and unswerving trend (table 1 and 2 on page 82). Strange as it may seem, its insignificant fluctuations were not caused by domestic politics, but rather by the developments abroad, primarily in Russia: its economic default in August 1998, a NATO military operation in Kosovo and the second Chechen war. The latest fluctuation was probably produced by a submarine wreck in the Barents Sea and a fire of the Ostankino television tower – or, to put it more precisely, by the interpretations of those events offered by the Belarusian authorities and government-controlled mass media (the machinations of democrats, who “destroyed a great country and its military”). One may think that to keep his rating high, Alexander Lukashenko must be interested in various crises in Russia more than all imperialists and terrorists!

Table 1

Distribution of answers to the question: "If a constitutional referendum, which was similar to the November 1996 one, were held now, how would you vote?"

Answer
%

I would vote for the amendments to the constitution, suggested by Alexander Lukashenko
20.9

I would not vote at all
25.2

I would vote for the amendments to the constitution, suggested by the Supreme Soviet
13.1

I do not know/no answer
40.8

Table 2

Expectations concerning Belarus’ future president

The future president should be:
%

– not older than 45 years of age

– older than 45

– it does not matter
27.7

18.3

52.6

– supporter of a market economy (a)

– supporter of an administrative economy (b)

– it does not matter
54.0

24.1

19.1

– supporter of a distribution of powers (a)

– supporter of a concentration of authority in the hands of the president (b)

– it does not matter
41.1

34.0

21.5

– supporter of Belarus’ independence (a)

– supporter of integration with Russia (b)

– it does not matter
37.5

44.7

15.4

– supporter of the current political course

– supporter of radical changes to the current course

– it does not matter
32.6

49.0

15.3

– representative of the authorities

– representative of the current opposition

– it does not matter 
29.8

15.5

51.1

– city dweller

– rural dweller

– it does not matter 
29.8

5.5

62.5

– independent candidate

– member to a political party (or the authorities)

– it does not matter 
35.3

9.0

53.2

– believer

– unbeliever

– it does not matter 
29.5

2.5

66.2

A rise of his rating in November, in our opinion, was chiefly caused by a loud propaganda campaign concerning wage rise for some categories of employees of the government sector and his promise to make the average salary in the country $100, as well as a new series of castigations in the executive branch.

This rise is not a stable trend, which is indicated by the increasing dissatisfaction with the way Alexander Lukashenko has ruled the country (table 11 on page 84).

This has had an impact in people’s readiness to support the current political course (table 1).

We considered the statements made by today’s jewels in the crown of the Belarusian state TV, who continually claimed that we “manipulate ratings”, and asked our respondents a very simple question: " Do you want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term?" (table 10 on page 46). The situation is quite clear: the number of people who want Alexander Lukashenko to be head of state in Belarus for another term is less than the number of those, who do not want it to happen. However, this number is not big enough to allow us to make any forecasts, because almost 25% of respondents said they were not sure yet.

Our vision is also supported by the profile of the future president, as it is seen by respondents at large (table 2).

According to these data, the majority of Belarusians have a very clear vision, what the president should not be. However, when it comes to figuring out what he should be, they are not quite sure.

The general public has also noticeably understood, who is to blame for the deteriorating living standards (table 3).

Table 3

Who is to blame for the deteriorating economy in the country?, %

Answer
04.00
07.00
10.00

President
38.6
29.1
38.2

Government
42.1
38.2
50.7

Local authorities
28.9
30.8
35.3

Organized crime
19.0
14.3
15.2

Having examined these figures, some politicians and analysts would say: "So what? Lukashenko will again shift his guilt for the crisis on his own vertical. He will blame the main figures in power on a national and regional level (or even the government as a whole), and will again get off scot-free. We believe that it will hardly take place as in the conditions of the already started presidential race, Lukashenko has become much more dependent on the vertical (which is the only structure, which can provide him with "an administrative resource" during the election), than it was two-three years ago. If he begins "to betray" it – it will start "to betray" him. According to table 10 (page 46), opinion leaders, who represent government and non-government structures are unanimous. Now, there is a rather rare moment in the modern history of Belarus: the president depends greater on his vertical, than it depends on him. This circumstance creates extremely favorable conditions for searching for a compromise between the opposition and part of the Belarusian nomenclature, which is dissatisfied with its position.

Therefore, the main question of Belarusian "agenda" for 2001 is how to achieve the victory of democratic forces during the presidential election? How to avoid a false start?

As we said before, the unswerving decrease of support for the current regime shared by the general public means that more people begin looking for possible alternatives to Alexander Lukashenko. However, the ratings of the current opposition leaders of all kinds are on a stable low level, both when they are viewed as party representatives and as personalities. This means that the proponents of change have to develop a new strategy, which can answer the needs of millions of Belarusians who are discontent with the present regime, and they have less than a year left before the presidential elections to do this. In our opinion, while this strategy is being developed, various combinations of several preferences must be considered. The preference of cooperation with the West, i.e. expectation of support from international structures, is still one of the highest priorities. Now let us speak briefly about the other two scenarios: “the opposition scenario” and “the state official scenario”.

The Belarusian opposition exists on at least three levels (or, if you wish, in three forms). The first level is the political opposition. It is composed of people, who are engaged in political activities (as a rule, as members of parties or allied structures) and, according to opinion polls, is not bigger than 2-3% of the adult population. The majority of the political opposition has clear views about their goals (which are, as a rule, political and ideological and are related to obtaining power and executing state administration). These people are ready to use various means to achieve these goals, including the most radical ways. The second level is the “civil” opposition. It is made of people, who work for various non-state structures: numerous NGOs, youth, business and other associations, independent trade unions, mass media, research centers etc. These people take an active part in social and political (or rather, civil public) processes and make up approximately 8-10% of the total population. They are also discontent with the current regime and openly express it, but have different goals (which are predominantly ideological or professional and include independence, democracy, market economy and law-abiding state). The majority of them prefer elections, legal initiatives, public debate and lobbying for their interests. The third level is the social opposition (widely referred to as the “kitchen” opposition). These people are dissatisfied with the current regime, but their goals are social and economical (they are expectations rather than goals, and include higher living standards, better order etc). The majority of these people never show their discontent in public (this is why they are the “kitchen” opposition), dislike radical actions and prefer the most traditional and idle means to achieve their goals, or realize their expectations – elections, appeals to government agencies etc. Opinion polls show that this kind of the opposition is made up of 30-35% of population (these are convinced opponents of Alexander Lukashenko’s policies – see the reference above).

It is understood that unless this largest group of the opposition becomes active in the social and political process, there is little hope for change in the Belarusian society (we do not consider such uncommon scenarios as a coup d’etat).

One of the reasons behind a decrease of the number of those who were ready to vote for democratic or independent candidates (this number went down from 53.5% to 44.0% during one month, while the number of respondents who were sure that most of the voters will make this choice went down from 32.1% to 22.9%), is that the strategy of total boycott ("whoever does not support us, is our enemy!") strengthens the self-isolation of the political opposition in the eyes of the social opposition.

Table 4

Trust in leading opposition structures, shared by Alexander Lukashenko’s convinced 

opponents, %

Answer
11.97

(20.8)*
09.98

(17.4)
11.99

(28.2)
08.00

(36.5)

13th parliament:

– trust

– do not trust
9.6

53.9
8.5

49.7
12.8

58.4
11.1

54.3

Political parties:

– trust

– do not trust
–**
4.8

54.7
8.8

54.6
9.5

53.7

Independent trade unions:

– trust

– do not trust
18.6

36.7
18.4

38.7
31.3

39.3
32.5

37.1

Independent media:***

– trust

– do not trust
50.6

21.6
35.7

28.9
53.8

26.9
48.7

28.9

Independent research centers:***

– trust

– do not trust
–**
32.5

23.1
44.9

20.7
37.1

24.9

*The share of convinced opponents to Alexander Lukashenko, who represent social opposition,  is given in brackets.

**These structures were not included in the questionnaire.

***Independent media and research centers are included in the table for the sake of comparison.

The fact that the Belarusian opposition does not realize the hopes and expectations of the majority of Belarusians, is now obvious not only for journalists and analysts, but also for common people. Let us draw an example. This is how a reader of a leading independent paper reacted to an appeal from its reporter, who wrote “Enough words, high time we turned to street democracy!”: “As a common voter, I do not see any point in adjusting to somebody else’s views, joining an organization or fighting for something. If somebody strives for power, he should come to me, ask me what I want and promise me that. Only thereafter will a road to power be open to him" ("The opposition is strange to people", Narodnaya Volya, September 22, 2000). This problem is the reason why the rating of the political opposition among the general public and among the social opposition is so low (tables 4 and 5). In our opinion, attempts to explain this situation by the oppression of people by the authorities, total control over mass media, which offer a negative view of the opposition etc., are fair. However, they do not present a complete picture. Moreover, they complicate the problem farther. Now many opposition leaders look at Yugoslavian experience. But here is what L. Bogovic, director of the Belgrade-based independent Center for social and political studies said on the next day after S. Milosevic was overthrown: “Here is a very important thing – opposition candidates in the local, federal and presidential elections had a good program, which offered the society a way to resolve its problems, and which was in line with the goals, shared by the majority of the general public. This was the reason behind the victory, not the control over mass media " (Radio Liberty, "On a long way ", October 6, 2000). We think that the main problem of the political opposition is that it fails to directly address the social opposition.

Table 5

Opposition’s standing in society*, %

Public opinions
Executive branch
Opposition politicians
Journalists

Financial well-being:

– poor

– average

– excellent
1.2

12.4

82.8
9.3

32.4

52.2
14.0

57.0

24.3

Their living standards vs. their impact in social life:

– they live worse than they deserve

– they get what they deserve

– they live better than they deserve
1.4

25.4

68.5
9.8

39.8

43.4
26.6

55.4

12.7

Social respect:

– they are not respected

– they are somewhat respected

– they are highly respected
34.4

45.0

17.4
48.1

42.9

4.5
14.2

69.2

13.6

The influence they have on people’s lives:

– no

– some

– large
17.8

36.8

42.9
49.2

39.7

6.4
22.9

55.1

18.5

*The executive branch and journalists were included in the table for the sake of comparison.

The organization of large-scale public actions is very noble of them, but history proves that this strategy is inefficient. It is necessary to set up an active interaction of the three levels of the opposition (maybe, addressing the social opposition through a larger and more dynamic “civil” opposition would be the most efficient way) – i.e. form an “opposition triangle”.

The "State official" scenario is based on the active cooperation of three political entities – the Belarusian opposition, state officials who are its potential supporters and the Russian establishment, who are dissatisfied with Alexander Lukashenko’s regime for various reasons. It is understood that continual threat of lustration and “fair trials” for Belarusian “traitors”, as well as accusing a nation of 150 million of “imperial ambitions” and the public burning of its national flag puts serious obstacles for the future of this second “opposition triangle”. We must admit that until recently only the establishment of cooperation between Belarusian officials and their Russian colleagues, part of whom also want change, was a reality. After the downfall of S. Milosevic, when the Belarusian issue has acquired a different meaning for Moscow (even the slightest chance, that the Yugoslavian scenario will be repeated in the neighboring Belarus is unacceptable for Russia), the favorable time to fom this “triangle” has at last come, or so it seems.

However, a successful start of the presidential race for democrats will depend not only on the indicated favorable circumstances, but, first of all, on the consolidation of the opposition, on the expansion of its social base, and the appointment of a candidate, who would be reasonable to wide opposition circles and the electorate, which supports it. From this point of view, it is impossible to call the starting conditions favorable for the opposition (table 6).

People will only be ready to support an alternative to Alexander Lukashenko, when this alternative, shaped as a comprehensive and acceptable program to lead the country out of crisis, and a leader, who will be able to make it happen, is presented to the Belarusian society. Now the general public only sees one player in the political field. One of the reason why the Belarusian political field is “empty” is that opposition leaders known to the general public (Mikhail Chigir, Stanislav Shushkevich, Zenon Paznyak) and to the elite (Anatoly Lebedko, Vinzuk Vecherko, Stanislav Bogdankevich, Yuri Khodyko) do not have real influence on the situation. Maybe if the opposition leaders manage to show the society some tangible and – most importantly – socially valuable result of their activities (for instance, a real project with the West or Russia, but certainly not "Freedom March #…"), i.e. show the public that they are indeed influential, they may be viewed as a real alternative. This assumption is indicated by the fact that the only social and political leader, whose influence exceeds his popularity (apart from the President, Secretary of the Security Council and Foreign Minister, whose influence is greater than their popularity as part of their job) is … the head of the OSCE Advisory and Monitoring Group in Belarus, Ambassador Hans-Georg Wieck, who is not a Belarusian politician! This may mean the following: the things that he does for Belarus are more important and more popular (although only for a small part of the population), than he himself is (during the survey conducted among opinion leaders, only V. Goncharik was seen in the same way as Hans-Georg Wieck).

Table 6

Popularity and influence ratings of contemporary Belarusian social leaders and politicians, %

Social leader/politician
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


popular
influential
popular
influential

Alexander Lukashenko
73.6
79.2
60.6
78.0

Mikhail Chigir
39.6
11.2
26.8
6.5

Vladimir Yermoshin
35.8
34.0
25.0
21.9

Stanislav Shushkevich
26.4
–
18.9
6.4

Zenon Paznyak
22.6
3.8
17.9
4.3

Lidia Yermoshina
5.7
3.8
11.9
6.3

Mikhail Myasnikovich
15.1
56.6
9.4
9.3

Vladimir Goncharik
15.1
18.9
8.6
3.8

Anatoly Lebedko
32.1
13.2
7.4
2.6

Semion Sharetsky
1.9
–
7.4
2.9

Stanislav Bogdankevich
11.3
–
6.7
2.2

Vassily Leonov
15.1
5.7
5.9
2.1

Valentina Polevikova
1.9
–
5.8
2.1

Ural Latypov
3.8
13.2
5.5
6.0

Nikolai Statkevich
5.7
–
5.4
2.9

Vinzuk Vecherko
13.2
5.7
5.2
1.6

Sergey Gaidukevich
1.9
–
5.0
1.9

Victor Sheiman
3.8
37.7
4.7
7.4

Alexander Bukhvostov
5.7
5.7
4.6
3.0

Yuri Khodyko
11.3
1.9
4.4
2.5

Sergey Kalyakin
–
–
3.4
1.1

Rodim Goretsky
3.8
–
2.9
1.0

Tatiana Protko
–
–
2.4
0.8

Hans-Georg Wieck
15.1
20.8
2.3
3.0

Semion Domash
9.4
7.5
1.4
0.8

Other
–
–
0.7
0.7

This means that a consolidation of the opposition in all of its actions, which are targeted at the general public, including the choice of a single candidate for presidency, who will share views, acceptable for most of the electorate, is the top priority for the near future. Until now, the opposition has not resolved a question whether an alternative to Alexander Lukashenko during the presidential elections must be nominated by a political party (or an alliance of political parties) and have a clear political and ideological profile (be a national democrat, liberal democrat, social democrat etc.) or should he be an independent candidate and have a social and political profile (be a Belarusian "Kostunica").

As it can be observed, the chances of the oppositional leaders, who are the most known, and who are backed by real structures, are almost feeble. Some politicians would say that the low rating of the oppositional leaders does not matter, because when this or that leader will really be a contender to Lukashenko during the presidential election, then people will vote for him based on the principle "just not for Lukashenko" (as in the summer of 1996, many of the Russians voted for Yeltsin not because they liked him, but against Zyuganov). To clear this relevant question, we proposed respondents "to vote" for couples of challengers, who are considered by the present opposition (see table 21 on page 31). 

The result, as it can be seen, is unfavorable: in all the combinations even now, Lukashenko wins over his would-be contenders from the opposition. Even if half of those who have doubts (i.e. who have provided no answers to these questions) would join the majority (we have already mentioned “the spiral of silence”), the victory of the present president would be obvious. Meanwhile, it is clear even today, when the "informational-propagandistic", "administrative", and other resources of the authorities have not been applied to the presidential race. What will be, when they will be "switched on" like on the eve of the parliamentary election?

Table 7

Answers to the question: "For which real Belarusian celebrity politician would you vote in the presidential elections?" (respondents had to choose from a list of candidates)

Answer*
%

Alexander Lukashenko**
16.7

Mikhail Chigir
8.9

Stanislav Shushkevich
7.2

Vladimir Yermoshin
6.2

Vassily Dolgolev
4.2

Anatoly Lebedko
3.8

Lidia Yermoshina
2.9

Sergey Gaidukevich
2.4

Zenon Paznyak
2.0

Nikolai Statkevich
1.9

Ural Latypov
1.3

Sergey Kalyakin
1.2

Stanislav Bogdankevich
1.2

Vinzuk Vecherko
1.1

Valentina Polevikova
1.0

Mikhail Myasnikovich
1.0

Victor Sheiman
0.9

Victor Ivashkevich
0.8

Victor Chikin
0.7

Yuri Khodyko
0.7

Pavel Shipuk
0.6

I do not see any worthy candidates here
3.7

I am not going to vote at all
0.6

I do not know
9.7

*All other politicians got less than 0.2% each.

**The candidature was filled in an empty line.

Politicians, who continually disagree with or ignore the results of opinion surveys (much as any other outside assessments and recommendations) have a counter-argument. Maybe, they say, each individual opposition leader is supported by a little number of voters, but if we sum up all of their supporters, we will see that the united opposition has an advantage. The sum of supporters of all opposition leaders in a close-end rating (table 7) is 31.0%, which is almost twice as much as 16.7% for Alexander Lukashenko. If we add all supporters of opposition leaders, for instance, from table 21 (page 31), we will have 36.5%, which is almost equal to 36%, collected by Alexander Lukashenko in any combination. We will have to work a little, they say, – and the victory will be ours! To answer this argument, we conducted simple research by figuring out which respondents supported Alexander Lukashenko in all six choices. We must admit that we got 35.5%, i.e. almost the same figure, as it was in each of the pairs. It is worth mention that this situation happens very seldom when sociological data is processed: normally, when there are three or more choices, the cumulative figure is a lot lower than the one in each single choice. To put it bluntly, Alexander Lukashenko enjoys a very consolidated and stable support: his electorate is ready to vote for him, whatever the other option is. Now, let us guess how many people are ready to vote for an opposition candidate, thinking that this may be anyone, but not Alexander Lukashenko. The figure is not the expected 36.5%, but …0.4%, or 100 times less!

When we singled out the respondents, who said they were ready to vote for an opposition candidate choosing between the last three pairs, we did not get 26.2%, but only 3.5%. And so on, and so forth. This means, that contrary to the electorate of Alexander Lukashenko, the electorate of potential candidates of the opposition is composed of many minor groups: very few democrats, who support Nikolai Statkevich, are ready to vote for Anatoly Lebedko and vice versa.

Similarly to the poll conducted six months ago, this survey showed that Alexander Lukashenko and his would-be competitor have roughly equal chances to win (table 8).

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question: "Whom would you like to be president of Belarus?”

Answer
%

Single candidate of the democratic opposition parties
9.8
36.6

Independent candidate
24.6


Candidate who represents a different political party
2.2


Alexander Lukashenko 
35.9
35.9

I do not know/no answer
25.8

However, “the spiral of silence” in the Belarusian public opinions is still strong: using the traditional Soviet catchphrases we may say that “the silent democrats” let the “loud conservatives” have the hypothetical victory, thinking that they are in the minority (table 9).

Table 9

Distribution of answers to the question: "For whom will the majority of Belarusians vote during the forthcoming presidential elections, in your opinion?"

Answer
%

Single candidate of the democratic opposition parties
5.4
21.5

Independent candidate
13.7


Candidate who represents a different political party
2.4


Alexander Lukashenko 
44.5
44.5

I do not know/no answer
33.1

One of the reasons why democrats lack self-confidence is that they do not believe that presidential elections in Belarus can be free and fair. Only 32.2% of respondents gave a positive answer to the question: “Do you believe that the 2001 presidential elections will be free and fair?", 28% gave a negative answers and almost 40% said that they were not sure.

It is evident, that mainly the authorities themselves formed this vision of elections, specifically by numerous grave breaches during the recent parliamentary elections (only 28% of respondents said that these elections were democratic). On the other hand, this pessimism may have been amplified by the boycott campaign: only 8.1% of respondents thought that it worked out (45% said that it did not work out, and the rest were not sure). This, however, does not mean that the majority of Belarusians do not recognize boycotting as a suitable political procedure at all: almost 50% of respondents said that voters have a right to boycott elections, if they are not satisfied with their conditions or the registered candidates. However, almost 50% of those, who share this view still said that the opposition boycott campaign did not work out!

At the same time, a new reassuring tendency has emerged: the lack of democrats’ confidence in their power is on a substantial decrease. In August 60.4% of respondents said that the majority of Belarusians was going to vote for Alexander Lukashenko and 36.8% – for independent candidates. In November the balance was only 44.5% vs. 35.9%. If this trend continues during future surveys, it will mean that the democrats, who had lacked self-confidence, begin to realize their real place in the Belarusian society. Maybe one of the reasons of this change is that the public learnt about the phenomenon of the Belarusian “spiral of silence”. This undoubtedly creates additional favorable conditions for democrats to win the presidential elections.

These data clearly indicate that only an independent candidate, who is not associated with political parties, or the opposition at large has real chances to win (at least now). However, in the present political conditions, such a candidate cannot get sufficient publicity without the support of the opposition or the authorities (we already know what a victory of “a candidate from nowhere” means). This argument is also supported by other results (for instance, see table 14 on page 49).

This leads us to a number of very important conclusions. First, the opposition has to unite, leaving their ambitions and even party programs behind for the period of the election race (at least, by joining the efforts of the Coordinating council of the democratic forces and the Consulting council of the opposition parties). It also has to stop being the political opposition, and create a civil coalition, in which the most trustworthy and influential civil society structures will also be represented (including the Belarusian Helsinki Committee, Belarusian Federation of Trade Unions, Independent Trade Union of Entrepreneurs, Belarusian charitable foundation “For the children of Chernobyl” etc.). In the framework of this coalition the “political glitter” of the Belarusian opposition should not scare away voters. By the way, a possible conflict concerning the choice of one alternative candidate from several equally popular leaders, who represent different opposition groups (for instance, Mikhail Chigir, Semion Domash and Victor Goncharik), can be resolved by nominating a group of two or three people as president, prime minister and vice-premier in charge of economic reform. In the eyes of the general public, which longs for change, this team approach would not split the democratic electorate, but make the candidates’ position stronger and their chances to win more likely.

Second, if the opposition wants to win, it should not only change its tactics, but also introduce a new strategy. It is known that a scenario, which was offered by the “convinced” opposition in the framework of the Coordinating council of the democratic forces, included a consolidation of the leading opposition structures, whose programs are close to each other, and the coordinated (by primaries, “soft elections” etc.) nomination by a single candidate for presidency from their ranks. The attempts to do a similar thing, but on a wider basis (i.e. not only include the members of the Coordinating council into the coalition), for instance, the efforts to set up a public association “Elections-2001” met a lot of skepticism. The principles of coordination, suggested by the BPF, which is one of the most active and influential parties on the Coordinating council, were recently published by the newspaper “Narodnaya Volya”. Basically they are as follows: a candidate should have no connections to the present state officials, he should make public speeches only in Belarusian etc. Logically, the next requirement should be that a candidate for presidency should not only abide by the 1994 Constitution, but also observe the Statute of the Great Duchy of Lithuania.

A civic coalition should be left centrist rather than centrist. It should necessarily rely on trade unions (not only free trade unions) and numerous NGOs. It also should represent the interests not only of the voiced opponents of the present regime, but also of the hesitant majority, and maybe of a part of Alexander Lukashenko’s electorate. A leader, nominated by such a coalition must have wide relations (or, at least that kind of image) with various professional groups (professionalism was mentioned by our respondents as the most important quality of a potential candidate), Belarusian state officials (this is why Mikhail Chigir, and lately Vassily Leonov, firmly occupy top places in the rating of opposition candidates for presidency), and the Russian establishment, which is discontent with the present regime in Belarus for a variety of reasons (more than 50% of respondents said they were ready to vote for the unification of Russia and Belarus). Currently the Belarusian opposition fancies discussions about a possibility to repeat the Yugoslavian scenario in Belarus. However, let us remind you that hundreds of thousands Serbs went out to the streets of Belgrade after numerous opposition structures jointly nominated v. Kostunica (who did hardly satisfy more than a couple of those structures separately, but satisfied them all together), not vice versa.

Anyway, the leaders of the opposition on all the three levels – political, civic and social – need to begin negotiations and come to a compromise. Otherwise, a false start in this race is inevitable.

Presidential elections, as they are viewed by the elite

Table 10 shows that the overwhelming majority of opinion leaders (90.6%), regardless of the structures which they represent, do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term. Therefore, elections are an important issue for them, as well as the question, who a possible candidate for presidency may be.

A substantial part (41.5%) of the general public would also like to have a new president. However, Alexander Lukashenko also has lots of supporters – 36.1%. Also, 22.4% of respondents did not make any decision yet. The choice of this part of the electorate may be decisive during the elections. On the whole, we can say that the idea to hold new presidential elections has developed in the Belarusian society and enjoys wide support. Today, Alexander Lukashenko would hardly be able to extend his term in office without holding an election, as it was back in autumn 1996.

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government 

agencies


No
90.6
96.8
81.8
41.5

Yes
3.8
–
9.1
36.1

I do not know/no answer
5.6
3.2
9.1
22.4

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question: "Whom would you like to be president of Belarus?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


Independent candidate
54.6
61.3
45.5
24.6

Single candidate of the democratic 

opposition parties
34.0
35.5
31.8
9.8

Alexander Lukashenko
3.8
–
9.1
35.9

Other candidate
3.8
–
9.1
1.7

Candidate, who represents a different 

political party
1.9
–
4.5
2.2

I do not know/no answer
1.9
3.2
–
25.8

According to table 11, more than 50% of opinion leaders would like to see an independent candidate as this country’s next president. Their second choice was a single candidate of the democratic opposition. Together these two scored 88.6%, which is 16.4% more than it was in October. It is significant, that the support for a single candidate of the opposition does not vary much by the sector, which opinion leaders represent (he enjoys the support of approximately 33% of respondents, both from the government and non-government sector). However, more leaders from non-government structures said that they would support an independent candidate. We may assume, that the level of their support did depend a lot on candidates’ chances to win. Probably, they are less susceptible to changing moods in society, because it is seen from table 11 that very few respondents to the national poll are likely to vote for an independent candidate.

We may also see that few leaders have not yet made their mind, but more than 25% of respondents to the national poll still hesitate.

Alexander Lukashenko is only supported by some leaders from the government structures. The number of his supporters went down by 6.9% compared with October, and by 12.6% (or by 2.4 times) compared with September.

The results of the November poll conducted among opinion leaders indicate a further decrease of ratings of Alexander Lukashenko and a single candidate of the opposition. At the same time, an independent candidate’s rating is on an increase. The general public also offers wider support for an independent candidate (it increased by 2.3% compared with October), and less support for a single candidate of the opposition (it went down 1.3%). Alexander Lukashenko’s rating among the general public increased somewhat (by 3.9%), which may be due to his media activities during the parliamentary election race, public criticism of state officials and to the fact that he made two decisions concerning wage increases, one after another. These results confirm our previous conclusion: the strategy of the opposition’s presidential election campaign must be based on the fact, that most people prefer an independent candidate.

The analysis of the results of the national poll confirms our assumptions, made after the October polling: Alexander Lukashenko is not any longer the only player in the Belarusian political field, although he still has a dominant position. As many as 35.9% would like him to become Belarus’ next president, but 34.4% prefer an independent candidate or a single candidate of the opposition. The difference between these two figures does not exceed the margin of error, and it did not earlier. Let us remind you that in October these indicators were 32.0% and 30.8%, and in September 37.4% and 39.8% respectively. It is seen, that the October gap is filled by people, who previously gave no answer, because the other ratings did not change.

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the presidential elections were tomorrow, for whom would you vote?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government 

agencies


Mikhail Chigir
11.3
6.5
18.2
4.5

Semion Domash
11.3
13.0
9.1
–

Vinzuk Vecherko
5.7
9.7
–
0.6

Mikhail Leonov
5.7
3.2
9.1
–

Anatoly Lebedko
3.8
3.2
4.5
1.2

Mechislav Grib
3.8
3.2
4.5
–

Mikhail Krivomaz
3.8
3.2
4.5
–

Alexander Lukashenko
1.9
–
4.5
38.2

Stanislav Shushkevich
1.9
3.2
–
4.5

The results of the November poll showed a change of leaders’ views about possible candidates in the forthcoming presidential elections (table 12). Answering an open-end question about their choice if the elections were held on the next day, the biggest group of leaders mentioned Mikhail Chigir , who scored 11.3%, which is somewhat less than it was in October (14.9%), and a lot less than it was in September (21.1%). Semion Domash, whose name was not offered to respondents during the previous poll, is supported by the same number of people. Mikhail Chigir was mostly supported by representatives of government structures, and Semion Domash – by representatives of non-government structures. Vinzuk Vecherko and Mikhail Leonov occupy third and fourth place with equal results. The latter was not included in the questionnaire for the previous survey. Alexander Lukashenko moved down from second place in October to eighth in November, and only leaders from government structures supported him. V. Leonov, who was in third place in October, moved down lower than seventh place in November, thereby rapidly losing supporters.

Of all politicians who were featured in the October questionnaire, V. Goncharik, Z. Paznyak, O. Abramova, S. Gaidukevich, S. Kalyakin and Y. Khodyko were not included in the November ratings. However, lots of new names appeared, including S. Domash, M. Leonov, M. Grib, M. Krivomaz, V. Yermoshin, G. Buravkin, I. Korotchenya, M. Myasnikovich, S. Bogdankevich and S. Shushkevich.

The leaders in the November national poll are the same as in October: Alexander Lukashenko has 38.2% (in October it was 33.2%), Mikhail Chigir 4.5% (6.9%) and Stanislav Shushkevich 4.5% (3.0%). The ratings of other politicians do not exceed the margin of error.

The distribution of places in the close-type presidential rating (i.e. respondents had to choose a name from the list) is somewhat different. According to table 13, Mikhail Chigir tops the November rating made by opinion leaders – he has  17.0% (in October he was in second place with 13.0%). V. Leonov’s rating rapidly fell: in October he was first and scored 16.7%, but in November he did not even make it to the top ten, which probably happened because he did not show any political or media activities. Mikhail Chigir’s rating was improved by increased support of representatives from government structures (somewhat fewer people from non-government structures named him, however), which probably happened at the expense of Vassily Leonov.

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question: "For which real Belarusian celebrity politician would you vote in the presidential elections?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government 

agencies


Mikhail Chigir
17.0
12.9
22.7
7.9

Vinzuk Vecherko
5.7
9.7
–
1.0

Vladimir Goncharik
5.7
9.7
–
–

Vladimir Yermoshin
5.7
9.7
–
4.7

Mikhail Leonov
5.7
3.2
9.1
–

Semion Domash
5.7
9.7
–
–

Anatoly Lebedko
3.8
3.2
4.5
1.9

Rodim Goretsky
3.8
3.2
4.5
–

Stanislav Shushkevich
1.9
–
4.5
6.0

Mikhail Chigir is still a perfect choice for leaders from the non-government sector, while V. Vecherko, V. Goncharik, V. Yermoshin and S. Domash shared second-fifth places. Mikhail Chigir also tops the list for representatives of the government sector, up from third place in October. M. Leonov got second place, because respondents filled his name in a an empty line.

On the whole, these responses show that the elite has not yet chosen a single candidate, who is able to challenge Alexander Lukashenko in the struggle for presidency. This is indicated by continual and serious fluctuations of politicians’ ratings, emergence of new names and rapid disappearance of some of them from the list.

Meanwhile, November did not bring about any significant changes to the close-end rating made by participants in the national poll: the leaders are the same, although now they enjoy somewhat less support.

Table 14 allows us to make a clear conclusion: opinion leaders, irrespective of the sector, which they represent, are against the re-election of Alexander Lukashenko as president. During the October poll, leaders were asked to answer the question, for whom they would vote in a hypothetical second round of elections, if they had to make a choice between a known Belarusian politician and Alexander Lukashenko. Answers to that question showed that opinion leaders are willing to choose that other politician, but with some exceptions. For instance, they said it may not be M. Myasnikovich or S. Gaidukevich. In the November poll, respondents had to choose between Alexander Lukashenko and representatives of social groups in a hypothetical second round of the presidential elections. According to its results, they are willing to support virtually any politician, who is going to challenge the first president of Belarus.

However, an independent candidate had the most support from opinion leaders, regardless of the sector, which they represent (86.6% – in October the situation was the same). Very few respondents said they would vote against both candidates, or gave no definite answer.

A lot fewer leaders now support an opposition candidate – only 66.0% (20.8% down from October). In this variant, the number of those who would vote for Alexander Lukashenko has increased (because of leaders from state structures), as well as the number of those who did not make any decision or would vote against both candidates.

When respondents were offered to choose between a person from the opposition and an independent candidate, many more of them chose the latter. The difference between the two does not depend on the sector, where respondents belong. However, more leaders from state structures said they were not sure.

What concerns other candidates who represent the authorities, leaders (irrespective of the sector that they represent) preferred him to Alexander Lukashenko. However, in this case more than 50% of them said that would vote against both (especially representatives of non-state structures), would not participate in the voting at all, or refused to give any definite answer.

Leaders’ answers to this question plainly show the electoral advantage of an independent candidate over any other candidate. Unfortunately, there is no independent leader at the moment, who is ready to take the burden of a national leader and oppose Alexander Lukashenko as his equal.

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you were to choose the president of Belarus today from these two politicians only, whom would you choose?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government 

agencies


Alexander Lukashenko – opposition politician

For Alexander Lukashenko
5.7
–
13.6
39.1

For an opposition politician
66.0
71.0
59.3
16.2

Against both
9.4
12.8
4.5
15.7

Would not vote
3.8
3.2
4.5
6.6

I do not know/no answer
15.1
13.0
18.1
22.4

Alexander Lukashenko – independent candidate

For Alexander Lukashenko
1.9
–
4.5
34.8

For an independent candidate
86.8
93.6
77.3
33.8

Against both
–
–
–
5.5

Would not vote
1.9
–
4.5
4.8

I do not know/no answer
9.4
6.4
13.7
21.1

Opposition politician – independent candidate

For an opposition politician
28.3
32.3
22.7
9.9

For an independent candidate
50.9
54.8
45.6
35.7

Against both
1.9
–
4.5
12.9

Would not vote
1.9
–
4.5
6.9

I do not know/no answer
17.0
12.9
22.7
34.6

Alexander Lukashenko – other candidate from the authorities

For Alexander Lukashenko
5.6
3.2
9.1
34.8

For that other candidate of the authorities
32.1
25.8
40.9
5.8

Against both
34.0
45.2
18.2
22.8

Would not vote
13.2
12.9
13.6
6.5

I do not know/no answer
15.1
12.9
18.2
30.1

This is especially clear, when we analyze the results of the national survey. According to table 14, Alexander Lukashenko is supported by more than 33% of respondents, whoever his rival is. However, if he had to compete with an opposition candidate, he would get 39.1%. We may assume that in this case he would not only be supported by his voiced proponents, but also people who are afraid of the opposition victory for a variety of reasons (government propaganda, the leaders are not strong enough, excessive radicalism etc.)

However, when respondents had to choose between Alexander Lukashenko and an independent candidate, the current president was only supported by 34.8%. His opponent is only 1% behind him. Let us mention that in this case the number of respondents, who said that they were going to vote against both or were not sure was minimal. This variant, in our opinion, offers best perspectives for the opposition, because during the election race it can primarily aim to convince those who hesitate and there are only a little more than 20% of them. In any other variant the share of the electorate to be targeted by propaganda is a lot higher. The most vivid comparison of ratings of an independent candidate vs. a candidate of the opposition is in the third pair, where respondents could not choose Alexander Lukashenko. According to this information, an independent candidate in this case would have 3.6 times as much support as his rival. However, 54.4% would vote against both, thereby leading the first round of elections to a failure.

Here is the last thing we should take notice of. If we compare table 14 to the results of the October poll, we can assume that neither the population at large nor the elite sees anyone who can clearly become a real leader of the nation and whom it makes sense supporting in the forthcoming elections, among the politicians we have. The fact, that ratings of real politicians are a lot lower than ratings of generic candidates representing different social group, which are obtained in their “rivalry” with Alexander Lukashenko, aslo indicates this fact. 

The protesting electorate: how to use this potential?

The authorities claim that their politics stay the same because they enjoy wide support of the population. However, the survey results, for instance, table 10 (page 46) and table 11 (page 84), show us that the Belarusian society is seriously discontent with the course taken by the regime. We should not palinly maintain that the protesting electorate exists. It is made up almost 50% of the population. Therefore, one of the major issues, which faces the democratic forces today is how to make use of this situation, which is favorable for introducing change, most efficiently. It is understood that the traditional and habitual forms of activities for the opposition (mass protests the way they are organized now) do not fit the purpose (table 15). The fact that people are discontent does not automatically mean that this dissatisfaction can be realized through street democracy. Remarkably, if we compare the results of the latest two “Freedom Marches” with the previous actions, we will see that fewer voters support them or oppose to them. However, there are many more people now, who never heard of them, despite all propaganda and counter-propaganda.

Table 15

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your opinion about mass 

opposition actions?", %

Answers
"Freedom March-1" (11.99)
"Freedom March-2" (04.00)
"Freedom March-3,4" (11.00)

I know nothing about them
–*
28.9**
40.6

Indifferent
24.6
19.7
23.4

Negative
56.0
31.1
21.5

Positive
16.9
18.4
13.6

No answer
2.6
2.9
0.9

*This option was not included in that questionnaire.

**In this survey, there was an answer “I do not know” in place of this line.

The Belarusian society at large still prefers traditional methods of replacing authorities (though elections and referenda), although, to be precise, the number of people who said that all means can go is also on an increase (table 16). A bigger number of supporters of radical actions also indicates this (table 17).

Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question: "If the power do not satisfy people, by what way they should be replaced?", %

Answer
09.00
10.00
11.00

by ordinary elections
48.6
41.6
43.3

by a referendum concerning nonconfidence to the present power and early election
24.6
28.8
27.0

by any means, which will allow to achieve the purpose
14.6
19.5
21.7

by appeals to government agencies, demanding their 

resignation
5.7
12.8
11.8

By mass non-violence actions (meetings, demonstrations
3.4
6.2
5.4

By massive strikes
1.5
4.5
3.2

By other ways
1.4
1.7
1.2

Table 17

Dynamics of the number of supporters of radical actions, %

Social types*
09.00
10.00
11.00

Supporters of radical actions
21.2
25.3
28.7

Opponents of radical actions
89.9
86.7
92.0

*Supporters of radical actions are those respondents, who have participated or are ready to take part in such mass actions of protest as meetings, demonstrations, strikes, hunger strikes, or armed struggle. Opponents of radical actions are those, who are not going to participate in none of the mentioned actions of protest. The total sum exceeds 100 percent because the allocated types are partially crossed.

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you are not going to participate in public protests, why are you not?"

Answers
%

In the present situation nothing can be changed by these actions
35.4

I feel general aversion to radical actions
25.1

I am afraid of possible clashes with law enforcers during such actions
9.5

It may have a negative impact on my work career, studies, family life etc.
8.7

If I were sure that most people support these actions, I would take part in them
8.3

These actions are held far from the place where I live
8.2

The news about such actions never reach me in time
3.7

Other reason
3.2

Table 19

The way to replace the powers, which do not satisfy people, depending on attitude to 

Alexander Lukashenko’s being president of Belarus for another term*, %

Answer
Want Alexander 

Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term (36.1)
Do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president for another term (41.5)

By ordinary elections (43.3)
52.6
34.8

By a referendum concerning nonconfidence to the present powers and early elections (27.0)
26.1
24.8

By any means, which will allow to achieve the purpose (21.7)
10.4
11.9

By appeals to government bodies, demanding their 

resignation (11.8)
1.2
9.9

By large-scale non-violence actions (meetings, rallies) (5.4)
1.6
5.3

By mass strikes (3.2)
12.4
30.8

By other ways (1.2)
1.1
1.4

*The table should be read vertically.

Table 20

Attitude to Alexander Lukashenko’s being president of Belarus for another term, depending on participation in the second round of elections*, %

Answer
Voted (32.4)
Did not vote (63.7)
Know nothing about the matter in question (3.5)

Want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term (36.1)
44.9
32.1
21.9

Do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president for another term (41.5)
33.5
46.3
29.4

*The table should be read vertically

What does the protesting electorate think, what ways to change the current situation does it see? Table 18 shows that radical actions are unpopular with people, who do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term – they are either rejected altogether (25.1%), or seen as unfit in the current circumstances (35.4%). Notably, people who want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for the second term and those, who do not want it to happen share almost the same views regarding the use of all kinds of actions, which would allow to replace the regime (table 19). 34.8% of respondents, who are against Alexander Lukashenko’s becoming Belarusian president again think that the powers should be replaced by elections.

The data in table 20 also indicate that the protesting electorate prefers traditional democratic mechanisms to replace the powers. Almost 50% of those, who took part in the second round of the parliamentary elections want Alexander Lukashenko to serve as Belarusian president for the second term vs. 33.5% of those who do not want that to happen. The attitude shared by the protesting electorate regarding the boycott of the parliamentary elections is also interesting (table 21). Only around 15% of them think that the boycott was successful, and 39.2% share a contrary view.

Table 21

Attitude to the boycott of parliamentary elections, depending on attitude to 

Alexander Lukashenko’s being president of Belarus for another term*, %

Answers
The boycott was successful (8.4)
The boycott did not work out (45.0)
I do not know

(46.5)

Want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term (36.1)
4.5
54.7
40.0

Do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president for another term (41.5)
14.8
39.2
45.8

*The table should be read horizontally.

Table 22

Choice of president, depending on attitude to Alexander Lukashenko’s being president of 

Belarus for another term*, %

Answers
Want Alexander 

Lukashenko to be 

president of Belarus for another term (36.1)
Do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term (41.5)

Alexander Lukashenko (35.9)
88.5
1.0

Independent candidate (24.6)
3.5
42.6

Single candidate of the democratic opposition (9.8)
0.7
21.6

Representative of a different political party (2.2)
0
4.2

Other candidate (1.7)
0.4
2.6

I do not know/no answer (25.6)
6.9
28.0

*The table should be read vertically.



  According to table 23, the overwhelming majority of opinion leaders (more than 75%) agree with the statement of the opposition and the OSCE technical mission, that the autumn 2000 parliamentary elections were not democratic. This conclusion is supported by leaders from non-government structures to the most extent, and by leaders from government structures – to the least extent. However, even among the latter there are three times as many supporters of this view, as there are opponents.

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question: "After the first round of parliamentary elections the 

opposition and the OSCE technical mission said that the elections were not democratic, 

because they did not fit the standards of “free and fair elections”. Do you agree?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


Yes, I agree. The elections were not democratic
77.4
93.5
54.5
23.3

No, I do not agree. The elections were democratic
7.5
6.5
18.2
28.0

I do not know/no answer
15.1
–
27.3
48.7

Today, the protest moods are primarily spontaneous and non-constructive. Many Belarusians are dissatisfied with the current regime, but they do not feel that the opposition is a good alternative. We think that to make use of this situation, a candidate must not be connected with the opposition directly. Table 22 also confirms this statement – there are twice as many supporters of an independent candidate than proponents of a single candidate of the democratic opposition among those, who do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for the second term.

Election process: opinions of the elite

During a national poll, less than 50% of respondents could give a definite answer to this question. This was not only caused by a tradition to believe the official point of view, advocated in the most easily accessible mass media, but also by general indifference towards parliamentarism and democracy as a whole. The group, which disagreed with the view of the opposition and the technical mission of the OSCE (28.0%), is dominated by Alexander Lukashenko’s convinced supporters.

Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question: "A substantial part of the opposition actively boycotted the parliamentary elections, and called on the electorate to ignore the voting. How do you 

ssess the results of this campaign?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


The boycott did not work out
50.9
48.4
54.6
45.0

The boycott was successful
45.3
48.4
40.9
8.1

I do not know/no answer
3.8
3.2
4.5
46.9

Table 24 shows that leaders are divided into two almost equal groups in assessing the results of the opposition campaign for the boycott of the parliamentary elections. The negative assessment somewhat prevails, but this mostly happens because this assessment is shared by leaders from the government sector. The opinions of leaders from the non-government sector were fifty-fifty. It is significant that very few leaders refused to give a definite answer to this question. On the contrary, 46.9% of respondents of the national poll failed to express a clear opinion. Among those who answered this question, the negative assessment prevails. So, 45.0% of the general public and 54.6% of leaders from government structures said that the boycott did not work out, which should be considered by the organizers of this campaign when they work for the next election race. 

Table 25

Distribution of answers to the question: "According to the Central election committee, 60% of voters participated in the October parliamentary elections. According to the information of the opposition, based on reports from observers, only 40-45% of voters participated in the 

elections. Which information is correct, in your opinion?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


The opposition information is true
56.6
77.4
27.3
12.4

The Central election committee 

information is correct
9.4
3.2
18.2
22.6

I do not know/no answer
34.0
19.4
54.5
65.0

According to table 25, more than half of the leaders (56.6%) support the opposition statistics regarding the share of the electorate, which participated in the voting. Only 9.4% believe the statistics given by the Central election committee. 34.0% did not give a definite answer. The opposition statistics is most actively supported by leaders from non-government sector, who have some connection to observing the voting process at polling stations. As many as 54.5% of leaders from government structures failed to give any definite answer to this question. The majority of those, who answered it, share the opinion of the opposition.

The share of the general public who did not answer this question is even higher – almost 66%. Among the other 33%, the majority thinks that the Central election committee gave real figures. It is understood that the majority of those who shared this opinion are voiced opponents of the opposition, but we need to bear in mind that by the time when the polling was conducted, the results of an independent sociological research were published, which were very close to the information provided by the Central election committee. Therefore, we may assume that the opposition version was supported by opposition proponents rather than people who adhere to truth.

Table 26 shows that roughly 66% of leaders support the idea to bring down the minimum voter turn up. This point of view is primarily shared by government sector, and in non-government sector there is certain balance between the supporters and opponents of the idea. The majority of the general public (50.2%) does not support this idea, and 36.0% did not give any definite answer.

Table 26

Distribution of answers to the question: "It is known, that elections in Belarus are deemed valid, if more than 50% of voters participate in them. It often results in failures and repeated 

elections. Do you think that the minimum voter turnout necessary for the elections to be deemed valid, should be lowered?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


Yes, it should
66.0
54.9
81.8
13.8

No, the present level is OK
32.1
41.9
18.2
50.2

I do not know/no answer
1.9
3.2
–
36.0

The answers to the question whether all participants in the electoral process must be represented in election committees are also remarkable. According to table 27, neither the leaders, nor the population at large is satisfied with the existing monopoly of the executive branch to form election committees. Therefore, statements by government officials that the current election laws and practices of voting answer the needs of people, are untrue. We may assume that the members of the present Belarusian “parliament” were guided by orders from the head of state rather than the needs of voters, whose interests they should represent, when they passed the Election code. Even among the general public, there were only 15.2% who said that the current situation with election law and procedures is satisfactory.

Table 27

Distribution of answers to the question: "Many Belarusians do not trust election results, 

because representatives of the authorities had a decisive voice in election committees. 

Do you think that representatives of different political forces should also be included in election committees and have a decisive voice there?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government agencies


Yes, it is necessary
88.6
87.1
91.0
38.2

No, the present practice should be continued
3.8
3.2
4.5
15.2

I do not know/no answer
7.6
9.7
4.5
46.6

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think that the 2001 presidential elections in Belarus will be free and fair?", %

Answer
Survey of opinion leaders
Nation-wide poll


total
who represented




non government structures
government 

agencies


No
86.8
87.1
86.4
28.0

Yes
7.5
3.2
13.6
32.2

I do not know/no answer
5.7
9.7
–
39.8

Leaders were almost unanimous in stating that the forthcoming presidential elections in Belarus will not be free and fair (table 28). Their opinion is not only based on imperfections of the current elections law, but also by the experience of parliamentary election campaign, conducted by the authorities, which many of them had a chance to observe.

Around 40% of the general public did not answer this question. Approximately 33% think that the elections will be free and fair; 28% share the contrary view. The opposition must recruit observers of the forthcoming presidential campaign from the third group.

The analysis of answers given by opinion leaders shows that they are fairly pessimistic about statements that the parliamentary elections were free and fair. They do not trust election committees and are doubtful about the results of the elections announced by the authorities. Many leaders think that the existing election law must be seriously amended. The overwhelming majority of the elite thinks that unless the powers change their ways of organizing election campaigns and amendments are introduced to the Election code, there is little hope that the 2001 presidential elections will be free and fair.

Eastern policy needs to be adjusted

A Russian proverb says: ”If somebody is lying in the center of the road, he gets ran over”. In our case the opposition may meet this tragic end. And the factor, which may ruin it, is the relations with Russia. Let us remind you that this factor together with the concept of two national languages were among the reasons why S. Shushkevich and Z. Paznyak lost the presidential elections in spring 1994. Today’s situation is very similar. It is all the more dangerous because opponents of the present regime keep chanting their old party slogans and make believe that everything is OK. If somebody thinks that the opposition has left it all behind, we would recommend them to read the criteria for a democratic candidate for presidency, adopted by a BPF session.

Meanwhile, the number of those who are ready to vote in favor of the unification of Russia and Belarus in a hypothetical referendum has increased by almost 15% over the last year and a half (table 5 on page 82). At the same time, the number of opponents of the unification has gone down by roughly the same percentage. It is understood, that the question regarding a referendum was incorrectly worded. But if this referendum becomes a reality, please be sure that the wording of the question would also be incorrect and unclear.

The situation with the choice of best relations between Russia and Belarus is not much more optimistic (table 4 on page 82). The supporters of Belarus’ sovereignty are in the minority. Let us face it – over the last six months the number of convinced unification supporters has always been bigger than the number of its opponents. (table 29).

Table 29

Convinced supporters and opponents of integration, %

Social types
03.99
11.99
04.00
06.00
08.00
10.00
11.00

Voiced supporters of integration
23.5
20.1
24.0
37.0
21.0
28.9
26.1

Convinced opponents of integration
28.3
26.1
21.7
14.5
20.8
15.9
22.9

The easiest explanation we often hear is that the supporters of integration are all supporters of Alexander Lukashenko However, first, over this period the number of Lukashenko’s supporters has gone down. Second, table 30 shows that 16.8% of his opponents said that the best variant of relations between Belarus and Russia is the merger and 24.4% of them supported a union of independent countries.

Table 30

Attitude to Alexander Lukashenko, depending on preference in relations with Russia *, %

Answer
Alexander 

Lukashenko’s supporters 

(18.5)
Hesitate

(49.0)
Alexander 

Lukashenko’s opponents 

(32.5)

Friendly relations of two independent countries (40.6)
26.0
36.4
55.2

A union of independent countries (29.2)
28.2
32.7
24.4

A merger into one country (27.5)
42.7
28.9
16.8

*The table should be read horizontally.

Table 31

Attitude to integration with Russia, depending on satisfaction with the way that 

Alexander Lukashenko has ruled the country*, %

Answer
Integration supporters (26.1)
Hesitate (51.0)
Integration opponents (22.9)

Rather not satisfied (36.3)
21.5
33.9
58.3

Partly satisfied, partly not (42.9)
43.2
46.8
34.0

Rather satisfied (20.3)
34.5
18.6
7.7

*The table should be read horizontally.

Table 31 shows that more than 33% of respondents who are not sure about the integration are dissatisfied with the way, Alexander Lukashenko has ruled this country, i.e. not all of the supporters of “moderate” integration are convinced proponents of Alexander Lukashenko. Moreover, around 30% of integration supporters do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term, and 38.9% of those who hesitate share this view (table 32). 

The situation is similar with the voting in a hypothetical referendum about the merger of Belarus and Russia. As many as 36% of those who do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term would vote in favor of the merger (table 33). Neither do 34.6% of respondents, who think that a union of two independent countries is the best scenario and 27.9% of those who prefer unification want Alexander Lukashenko to win the next presidential elections (table 34).

It is understood, that the opposition needs to promptly react to a serious discrepancy among different groups within Belarus, primarily between the elite and ordinary voters. Maybe, it makes sense figuring our what is the highest priority for a start – a victory over Alexander Lukashenko or the opposition to the “Russian imperialism”, and think whether the latter helps the former. It is clear that the hesitant majority and convinced supporters of the opposition need different methods of convincing. For instance, the actions which traditionally happen during street protests are unacceptable for the first group.

Table 32

Attitude to integration with Russia, depending on attitude to Alexander Lukashenko’s another term in office*, %

Answer
Integration supporters (26.1)
Hesitate

(51.0)
Integration opponents (22.9)

No (41.5)
27.8
38.9
62.7

Yes (36.1)
50.2
35.3
21.8

I do not know/no answer (22.4)
21.9
0.3
14.4

*The table should be read horizontally.

Table 33

Voting in a hypothetical referendum about the unification of Russia and Belarus, depending on attitude to Alexander Lukashenko’s another term in office*, %

Answers
For unification (54.4)
Against unification (28.9)
Not going to vote (15.9)
No answer

(0.5)

Want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term (36.1)
75.6
16.6
7.7
0.1

Do not want Alexander Lukashenko to be president for another term (41.5)
36.0
43.3
19.5
1.3

*The table should be read horizontally.

Table 34

Attitude to Alexander Lukashenko’s another term in office, depending on the preference in 

relations between Belarus and Russia*, %

Answer
Friendly relations of independent 

countries (40.6)
A union of 

independent countries (29.2)
Merger into one country (27.5)
Other (1.4)
No 

answer (1.3)

Want Alexander Lukashenko to be president of Belarus for another term (36.1)
27.1
38.6
48.5
3.7
31.3

Do not want Alexander 

Lukashenko to be president for another term (41.5)
54.3
34.6
27.9
68.2
52.4

*The table should be read vertically.

Alexander Lukashenko is trying to do a wise thing to grab a monopoly over the Russian factor. We must admit that Belarusian’s attitude to Russia is largely irrational. And if Alexander Lukashenko’s convinced supporters see the unification as the revival of the Soviet Union, those who hesitate have a less ideological and more pragmatic approach. For them integration is normal relations without borders and customs, warm homes and working factories.

The approach to Russia, shared by part of the opposition, is just as irrational. We need to openly admit, and the figures above confirm this, that radical approach to relations with Russia, shared by the opponents of the current regime, does not help them attract new supporters. It is worrying, that the opposition tries to ignore the political forces, which make important decisions in today’s Moscow. Whenever opposition leaders claim that they establish contacts with Russian elite, it means they have met another group of political outsiders or, in the best of cases, with right-wing politicians who are not major political players these days.

We feel that a winning the presidential elections without a comprehensive, efficient and understandable policy of relations with the East, which would answer the needs of common voters, would be difficult. This may sound trite, but we need to search for a balanced decision, which would equally avoid Alexander Lukashenko’s captation and dreams of mighty military groupings, and arguments, which would normally be used to create posters for street rallies. A policy must be more detailed than a concept: “We are ready to discuss anything except our sovereignty”. 

Alexander Lukashenko also talks about the preservation of Belarusian sovereignty. A comprehensive concept needs to be developed, which would combine a firm approach and flexibility. The independence of the Belarusian state is an unshakable basis, but voters must be presented a detailed and understandable variant of bilateral relations. High time we went down from a street rally platform and begin negotiating things. We have little choice: either to adjust our views, which are not supported in society or try to change the views of society. The latter did not change during the last ten years, after Belarus gained independence.

Mass media in the framework of the Belarusian society

What place do mass media currently occupy among other institutions in the Belarusian society? What social transformation do they facilitate? These questions are complicated enough, because one can answer them from multiple points of view – the political perspective (the place of mass media in the political system), the economic perspective (their place in the economic system), the legal perspective (their place in the legal system), social and cultural perspective (their place in the cultural framework) etc. Let us try to answer these questions from a sociological perspective and explain how mass media are viewed by society, and what are the results of the interaction between the two.

An important indicator of people’s attitudes to various social institutions is the level of trust, which accumulates many other indicators (agreement, sympathy etc.). Let us see what place is occupied by government and non-government mass media in the system of social institutes by reviewing their index of trust (table 35). 

Table 35

Trust in major state and social institutions, %

Institution
Trust
Do not trust
I do not know/

no answer
Index*

Church
45.7
19.3
35.0
+0.275

Army
39.5
23.5
37.0
+0.167

Independent research centers
29.9
17.2
52.9
+0.133

State research centers
25.4
23.7
50.9
+0.018

President
36.0
37.6
26.4
–0.017

State media
34.3
36.0
29.7
–0.018

OSCE Advisory and Monitoring Group in Belarus
20.2
22.4
57.4
–0.023

Free independent trade unions
21.6
26.1
52.3
–0.048

Constitutional court
24.3
32.2
43.5
–0.083

Groups of businessmen
18.1
28.4
53.5
–0.108

Non-state media
23.7
35.9
40.4
–0.128

Trade unions, which are members to the 

Federation of trade unions
12.8
28.0
59.2
–0.159

Courts
23.6
40.5
35.9
–0.177

Central election committee
16.8
38.0
45.2
–0.223

KGB
18.6
40.1
41.3
–0.225

Government
21.2
43.0
35.8
–0.227

National assembly
14.5
36.9
48.6
–0.235

13th Parliament
12.0
35.5
52.5
–0.247

Political parties, which support the regime
11.8
41.0
47.2
–0.308

Local authorities
16.4
48.6
35.0
–0.338

Opposition political parties
8.5
43.4
48.1
–0.369

Police
20.5
52.9
26.6
–0.377

*The index of trust may be in the range of +1 to –1 and is a correlation between the sum of positive answers “I trust in them” and negative answers “I do not trust in them”, and the number of all respondents, who answered the question.

It is seen, that first, the index of trust for mass media is higher than this index for many other important social institutions, including some as influential as the government, parliament, law enforcers and political parties. However media are not part of a group of institutions with the positive index of trust (i.e. when the number of people who trust them exceeds the number of people who don’t). Second, government media have a higher index of trust than non-government media. Over the four years of this kind of monitoring the relation between the index of trust for government and non-government media is stable (with the exception of the November 1999 survey), although they are getting closer over time (table 36).

Table 36

Dynamics of trust in government and non-government media, %

Survey
Trust
Do not trust
I do not know/

no answer
Index of trust


Non-government media
Government media
Non-government media
Government media
Non-government media
Government media
Non-government media
Government media

11.97
25.4
43.7
24.1
21.0
50.5
35.3
–0.026
+0.351

09.98
19.6
41.8
32.6
26.0
47.9
35.2
–0.249
+0.233

03.99
21.8
39.1
32.6
31.0
45.6
30.0
–0.284
+0.026

06.99
19.5
39.8
34.9
31.0
45.6
29.2
–0.159
+0.091

11.99
34.4
32.2
26.1
34.7
39.5
33.1
+0.088
–0.026

04.00
25.7
38.5
31.9
31.6
42.4
29.9
–0.085
+0.072

08.00
28.0
34.4
34.1
34.7
37.9
30.9
–0.098
–0.004

11.00
23.7
34.3
35.9
36.0
40.4
29.7
–0.128
–0.018

Here we need to mention that lower trust for non-government media than for government media is not only due to constant oppression of the former by the government and state support of the latter, but also because of a few special things which characterize the development of non-government media, especially during the last two or three years. Because of the continual pressure from the government, many leading non-government media and journalists took the side of the opposition in the political struggle. On the one hand, this improves their authority and influence among supporters of the opposition. One the other hand, because of this readers see them as politically biased institutions. As long as even the majority of the democratically minded public does not support the existing structures of political opposition (table 35), they take no interest in biased information and comments. It is interesting that non-government media aspirations for offering support for the democratic forces – even though they risk losing trust of their readership – meets criticisms of the opposition. For example, analyzing the results for the campaign of October 2000 parliamentary elections boycott, a member of the 13th Supreme Council L. Gryaznova wrote: “…The fact, that some journalists choose to be unbiased during a battle yields no-one. …An ineradicable intellectual wish to be different ran counter to the coordinated actions of the opposition and helped the authorities. …I would like to feel the support from journalists in our common business soon" (L. Gryaznova "The ship "Boycott-2000" was heading in the right direction." Narodnaya Volya, October 28, 2000). As a Russian proverb says: “If you say that you are one of us, you should act as one of us".

It is necessary to pinpoint that in Belarus, the notion of the "state mass media" needs to be additionally explained. The thing is that, as it has already been stressed by many analysts, practically on all the territory of Belarus, the population prefers programs broadcast by Russian mass media more than those by Belarusian ones (Mass media in Belarus. BelaPAN analytical bulletin, May 7-15, 2000, pages 14-17).

To clear out the situation, respondents were asked a special question concerning their confidence to Russian, Belarusian state-run and non-state mass media, as well as to Western media, but only printed press was eliminated from the questionnaire, because Belarusians, as they mostly do not know foreign languages, hardly ever read it (table 37). 

To research deeper into the situation, let us group respondents by their orientation on the listed kinds of mass media (it is understood, that we cannot merely add percentages, because, for instance, part of the audience of Russian TV also listens to Russian radio and read Russian newspapers).

Table 37

Trust in different mass media, %

Mass media
Trust
Do not trust
I do not know/

no answer
Index*

Russian TV
46.7
12.9
40.4
+0.355

Russian radio
34.2
14.4
51.4
+0.210

Russian newspapers
33.1
15.7
51.2
+0.183

Belarusian state radio
39.9
26.7
34.4
+0.137

Belarusian state TV
38.6
27.2
34.2
+0.118

Belarusian state newspapers
38.5
27.3
34.2
+0.115

Belarusian non-government radio (FM-channels)
25.4
22.1
52.5
+0.035

Belarusian non-government newspapers
20.9
29.9
49.2
–0.094

Belarusian non-government TV
16.4
25.4
58.2
–0.097

Western radio
12.7
28.1
59.2
–0.162

Western television
11.9
28.3
59.8
–0.174

*The index of trust may be in the range of +1 to –1 and is a correlation between the sum of positive answers “I trust in them” and negative answers “I do not trust in them”, and the number of all respondents, who answered the question.

Table 38

Media audience depending on trust in them



Mass media
Trust, % 

Belarusian non-government media
36.8

Belarusian government media
49.6

Russian media
53.1

Western media
14.6

It is seen from table 38 that Russian media, primarily TV, are in first place. Belarusian government media are in second place with a somewhat smaller score. Next in the list are Belarusian non-government media, which are a lot less popular and Western media are at the bottom of the rating. However, this does not mean that Belarusians trust government media more than non-government media, or trust Russian media more than Western ones. As we have already mentioned before, the real picture can only be obtained by joining the indicator of trust and the indicator of use of mass media. For instance 29.4% of the adult population of Belarus read “Sovetskaya Belorussiya” and 26.3% trust it, 9.8% read “Narodnaya Volya” and 9.7% trust it, 90.5% watch the Russian TV channel ORT and 68.3% trust it, while 10.1% listens to “Radio Liberty” and 10.1% trust it. This means that the real trust in “Narodnaya Volya” is higher than in “Sovetskaya Belorussiya” and trust in “Radio Liberty” is higher than in ORT! This means that firstly, government media no longer have a monopoly in the information market, and second, their influence on people is almost level with the influence of non-government media.

Different (if not contrary) views of different media inevitably influence the views of their audience. A comparison of social characteristics, values and behavior of different mass media shows that this influence has different results (table 39).

Table 39

Social characteristics of media audiences, %



Characteristics
Western media

(14.6)
Non-government media (36.8)
Government media

(49.6)
Russian 

media

(53.1)

Social and demographic characteristics:

Age:

– 16-29

– 30-39

– 40-49

– 50-59

– 60 and older
35.8

27.2

18.6

9.2

9.1
35.4

22.4

21.0

9.6

11.8
18.7

15.8

18.6

14.2

32.7
25.3

20.0

20.7

12.3

21.7

Education:

– elementary (up to 4 years at secondary school)

– unfinished secondary (up to 8 years at 

secondary school)

– secondary

– technical college

– higher and non-finished higher education
4.6

12.1

39.4

24.7

19.1
4.4

12.7

40.5

24.9

17.6
18.1

16.4

31.6

22.5

11.4
10.4

13.0

39.0

22.4

15.3

Social status:

– state sector employee

– private sector employee

– student

– senior citizen

– housewife, unemployed
44.6

19.2

14.0

15.2

9.4
47.9

17.3

12.9

15.2

7.8
43.0

8.4

7.6

37.7

4.3
47.2

12.5

9.3

25.9

6.4

Language of daily use:

– Belarusian

– Russian

– Belarusian and Russian

– a mixture of Belarusian and Russian
3.9

53.3

22.9

19.6
3.4

47.3

25.5

23.2
3.9

30.5

24.8

40.3
3.1

39.4

24.4

32.7

Place of residence:

– capital

– regional center

– large city (50 thousand people and more)

– small town

– village
17.0

23.2

15.9

18.0

0.0
21.5

16.4

16.2

17.3

28.3
11.9

15.1

11.6

20.5

40.7
14.3

16.2

14.6

21.9

32.6

Economical values and behavior: 

Prefer the type of economy:

– market economy with little state interference

– market economy with heavy state regulation

– administrative economy
60.2

21.6

13.9
58.6

24.2

13.8
25.2

34.5

35.2
40.0

30.7

25.8

Most efficient form of ownership:

– private property

– state property
74.1

18.7
69.1

24.5
37.3

58.1
53.8

40.7

Would like to be employed by:

– a private company

– a state company
66.0

25.8
58.9

34.1
29.6

63.5
45.1

49.0

Material well-being over the last year:

– improved

– did not change

– deteriorated
3.8

35.6

60.1
5.3

35.7

59.0
6.3

39.5

53.9
5.7

37.2

56.3

Family income per capita in September 
(in thousands of rubles)
39.3
37.9
32.2
35.0

Political values and behavior:

The blame on the deteriorating economy is on the:

– president

– organized crime
58.8

10.7
48.1

11.1
19.9

18.8
36.7

14.8

Trust the president:

– yes

– no
15.6

60.4
23.3

49.6
56.6

17.3
38.8

35.1

Trust political parties:

– yes

– no
7.0

51.7
7.0

46.4
5.3

40.0
6.3

45.0

Trust independent research centers:
– yes

– no
45.8

16.6
42.4

15.6
19.3

18.6
31.0

17.5

Satisfied with the way, that Alexander Lukashenko has ruled the country for six years:

– rather satisfied

– partly satisfied, partly not

– rather not satisfied
12.1

29.8

57.6
13.4

37.3

48.8
34.9

46.7

17.4
22.7

40.3

36.1

The best relations between Russia and Belarus:

– friendly relations of independent countries

– union of independent countries

– merger into one country
47.9

28.3

22.3
45.5

30.8

22.1
24.8

31.4

40.8
33.2

29.9

34.8

Voting in a referendum about the unification of Russia and Belarus:

– for unification

– against unification
40.7

38.2
41.2

33.7
67.2

15.6
56.5

22.2

Think that Belarus should aim to integrate into Europe and aspire to:

– membership in the Council of Europe

– membership in the European Union

– NATO membership
47.0

45.2

10.5
43.0

41.4

9.9
31.7

26.0

6.8
37.9

35.6

6.9

If the powers do not satisfy people, they should be 

replaced by:

– ordinary elections

– large-scale non-violence actions (rallies etc.)
31.7

10.6
35.7

10.5
45.7

4.3
40.4

6.6

Attitude to “Freedom March-3”:

– positive

– indifferent

– negative

– know nothing about the matter in question
29.0

30.0

8.8

30.6
25.7

23.9

12.7

35.9
5.4

19.0

25.1

48.9
14.3

22.6

18.2

42.7

Would like to emigrate to the West:

– yes

– would not like to move anywhere
46.8

40.8
39.5

53.4
21.3

72.7
31.4

61.3

Took part in October 15, 2000 parliamentary elections
45.4
47.2
70.6
60.0

Would like the following person to be president of 

Belarus:

– single candidate of the democratic opposition parties

– representative of a different political party

– independent candidate

– Alexander Lukashenko
19.3

1.2

33.7

17.6
16.5

1.9

27.5

20.9
3.4

2.7

14.6

51.3
9.2

1.5

23.3

34.2

Think that the majority of voters would vote for the following person in the presidential elections:

– single candidate of the democratic opposition parties

– representative of a different political party

– independent candidate

– Alexander Lukashenko
13.5

1.4

17.6

34.9
10.1

1.1

6.8

37.3
2.2

1.1

9.4

52.8
5.6

1.4

17.6

34.9

If you had to choose between Alexander Lukashenko and Mikhail Chigir, whom would you choose

– Alexander Lukashenko

– Mikhail Chigir

– I do not know/no answer
12.9

26.4

29.1
24.6

25.7

26.9
56.9

6.5

20.2
38.0

15.6

23.8

Ready to vote for Alexander Lukashenko in the 

presidential elections
16.0
22.2
54.2
36.2

Are members of:

– a political party

– an NGO
0.9

1.8
1.7

2.8
0.6

2.0
0.7

1.8

The analysis of the data from table 39 allows making some relevant conclusions. First, it is obvious that the audiences of Western and non-state mass media are very close to each other (and even coincide, judging by many parameters), while the audience of state-run mass media, on the contrary, on the majority of parameters, is their antagonist. The audience of Russian mass media, as a whole, is intermediate between them, but on the majority of parameters, nevertheless, is closer to the audience of state-run mass media.

Second, the audiences of Western and non-state mass media mostly consist of younger, educated, economically active part of Belarusian society, who live predominantly in large cities. The audience of state-run mass media (and, in a smaller measure, Russian ones) mostly consists of elder, less educated and economically active part of society, who live in towns and villages. A special attention should be paid to the fact that the real incomes of these audiences do not differ principally (the maximum difference in the monthly income per member of a family does not exceed 7,000 rubles). It means that the choice of this or that mass media takes place accidentally.

Third, the audiences of Western and non-state mass media are marked by their obviously expressed settings on democracy, market economy, independence of Belarus, cooperating to international structures, and, accordingly, they rather critically judge the present authorities. Their antagonists prefer the centralized power, planned economy, union with Russia, they judge international structures with suspicion, and the authorities, on the contrary, with approval. It is also evident that the audiences of Western and non-state mass media are more sequential, logical in their actions: for example, one of the relevant reasons of their non-participation in the parliamentary election became the fact that they had no sufficient information on candidates and their programs. The absence of information did not prevent the audience of state-run mass media from participating in the election at all.

A special attention should also be paid to the fact that there are more supporters of Belarus-Russia union among the audience of Belarusian state-run mass media, than Russian ones. Truly, Belarusian state-run mass media (and the power, which is behind them) tend to be "more Catholic than the Pope of Rome!" It means that Belarusian state-run mass media represent a larger threat to Belarusian democracy and independence, than Russian ones! At the same time, it is necessary to say that some discrepancies are not for the benefit of the audience of non-state mass media: it seems to be much less assured of its positions (in particular, on reliance of voting on the future presidential election), than the audience of state-run mass media!

The next conclusion is that differences as well as common, fully or partially coincident characteristics of these audiences, which are on the whole antagonistic, have a great importance for a successful democratic transformation (including the activities of mass media) in this country. The audiences of these four types of media share mistrust in political parties, trust in independent research centers, dislike radical means to influence the powers and prefer elections. They basically ignore the activities of the existing social and political structures. 

It is understood that not all the listed differences or similarities originate from media influences. Many people trust mass media because the ideas and values they advocate match their own ideas and values. But even in this case the ideas and values of these people are maintained, consolidated and expressed by mass media through the information that they provide.

Analysis has shown that in this country mass media are two different institutions, which in most cases co-exist, but sometimes start conflicting. The main reason behind this is not the “trouble-making character” of publishers, editors and journalists. The reason is that state and non-state mass media are part of the system of respective social institutions – state administration and civil society, which are very far from cooperating and interaction. Rather, they co-exist or enter into conflicts. And although the present potential in state mass media and state administration agencies which support them is a lot bigger than the potential of non-government media and civil society institutions, which support them, the position and influence of the latter in the Belarusian society is steadily increasing, which opens prospects for democratic social transformation. This transformation will result in efficient co-operation of state and society through mass media.

Table 40

Trust in state and public institutions among those, who trust in government and 

non-government media, %

Institutions
Trust in non-state media (23.7)
Trust in state media (34.3)

Independent research centers
56.9
23.2

Church
45.1
63.3

Free and independent trade unions
42.1
21.3

Army
39.1
66.9

Groups of businessmen
37.5
17.8

OSCE Advisory and Monitoring Group in Belarus
35.9
17.2

State media
27.2
100.0

Non-state media
100.0
18.8

State research centers
24.0
44.1

Oppositional political parties
21.2
5.8

Constitutional court
20.7
44.6

Courts
20.3
45.5

Political parties, which support the powers
19.9
26.8

13th parliament
19.3
21.0

President
19.1
68.0

KGB
18.9
38.7

Trade unions, which are members to the Federation of trade unions
17.1
19.0

Government
17.0
46.9

Police
17.0
42.6

Local authorities
15.5
31.9

Central election committee
13.8
37.6

National assembly
11.3
31.0

In conclusion let us answer another important question, which determines the place of mass media in the system of social institutions: who is the most reliable and promising partner to independent mass media in the process of democratic transformation of the Belarusian society and state?

To do this, let us look at the results of the November survey and see, which state and public institutions enjoy the trust of people, who trust government and non-government media (table 40). The picture is amazing: a strategic partner for non-government media in Belarus (i.e. relatively steady and constant) is non-government research centers (also referred to as “think tanks”). Church and non-state trade unions may also be partners (because 45.1% and 42.1% of those who trust independent mass media trust them, relatively). Opposition political parties and the 13th Supreme Council, the activities of which non-government mass media continually cover, as we see, cannot be promising allies, because only one in five supporters of these media trusts them. What concerns the strategic allies for government media, we do not see anything special in the list. They are state administration institutions, church and army. This confirms the argument that government media in Belarus are an integral part of the system of state institutions, and non-government media – a part of the system of civil society.

Additional analysis shows that the prospect of the formation of an alliance of non-government media and research centers is very realistic, because it reflects a steady trend rather than an accidental connection (table 41). 

Table 41

Audience of non-government media, who trust independent research centers

Survey
%

09.98
44.4

11.99
51.4

11.00
56.9

Table 42

Distribution of answers to the question: "Recently, mass media have often published materials contributed by Belarusian 

independent research centers. Which of those centers do you know?"

Answer
%

IISEPS
18.1

Center for social and ecological studies
6.5

“Novak” laboratory
3.9

Leu Sapeha foundation
2.9

International institute for political studies
2.7

Science and analytical center "Belorusskaya perspektiva"
1.4

Analytical center “Strategy”
1.0

Belarusian center for constitutionalism and legal research
0.8

Support Center for Associations and Funds (SCAF)
0.7

I do not know/no answer
69.8

The reasons behind close interlocution of the audience of non-government media and research centers are clear: both institutions research the society and affect it, although to a different extent. The inner mechanisms of their activities are quite different, but the output is similar – information and analysis, aiming at the society. Moreover, an alliance of these groups of institutions within the civil society is mutually beneficial: information and analysis, offered by non-government media and based on the materials from think tanks become better reasoned and more convincing; think tanks become more well-known and respected when they get a direct connection with the society. As a result the standing of both institutions is getting stronger and their influence on society better. Moreover, there is already a number of such centers in Belarus, which are known both to elite and the general public (table 42).

Economy and life: opinion of the Belarusians

The analysis of respondents’ answers shows that the general public traditionally sees social and economic problems as the most urgent. Table 7 on page 83 shows that the most serious problems are always price growth, impoverishment of people and unemployment. However, their aggregate rating has had a tendency to decrease slowly over the last two years.

At the same time, more people are concerned about lack of law and order. There is a growth of every indicator in this class of problems, primarily issues concerning human rights. This indicates the fact that the government is unable to resolve these problems or stabilize the situation. Therefore, the public accumulates a negative feeling towards the authorities.

Noticeably, the aftermath of the Chernobyl catastrophe is now given less attention, when compared to other problems. People get used to "the heritage" of Chernobyl and have little concern that the government does not do enough to resolve this problem. We think that this unjustified indifference will encourage the authorities to further cover up the distant echoes of the catastrophe, allow to use more of the polluted land for agricultural production, and even make people return to contaminated areas.

Table 14 on page 84 shows that Belarusian citizens are pessimistic enough about the results of the economic policy pursued by the authorities. In comparison with the October survey, respondents think that the economic situation in Belarus, however, has improved a little bit, which can be explained by the fact that people were waiting for a rise in wages in November in line the authorities' decision concerning the centralized magnification of the minimum wages and basic wage rates by 38 to 40%, since October 1, 2000.

At the same time, this measure, in many respects, has not met people’s hopes because more than 75% of the respondents do not think that the financial condition is improving. Only 9.0% of the respondents are sure it has become better. Probably, they have also answered that the economic situation in Belarus has improved as well. It is necessary to remember that, no less than 13 to 14% of the adult population is budget-paid citizens in Belarus, and that the government passed the bill for their sake.

Such conclusion is proved by the information distributed by the Statistics Ministry and an analysis, which says that nominal average wages for October were only 15.7% higher than that for September. Excluding the inflation rate (5.2% in September), it would be less than 10% from the widely publicized "rise in wages".

However, respondents think that the real growth of incomes was even less in October. If in September, an average income was 38,200 rubles, then in October, it totaled 38,900 rubles. Such a gain (1.8%) is three times lower than the inflation rate! Therefore, the real incomes of the population did not grow, and even were reduced. That is why a new salary rise starting from December 1, though it is described by the state-run mass media as "Lukashenko's special care" for the people, is a forced measure, which is especially needed before the presidential election campaign. Moreover, Belarus does not have its own means to carry it out, and the first tranche of the credit promised by Russia for the financial support of "the Slavic friend", is being highly expected.

The survey's data show that the majority of the population understands adequately enough that Belarus cannot settle its basic economic problems. It becomes especially evident if compared to that of the majority of neighboring countries. Table 12 on page 84, for example, shows that contrary to "the market socialism", almost three-quarters of the respondents, for some reasons, prefer a trivial market economy. The amount of adherents to the "administrative economy" is becoming less, and even retirees are starting to think in other directions.

Among supporters of the market economy, there is a noticeable out-of-balance in favor of those, who prefer a liberal variant, which can be explained by the respondents' reaction to the negative consequences of the state's interference with the economy. For example, for the seventh year, Lukashenko has been trying hard to bring down the inflation by means of directives and special edicts. The government has been reshuffled many times, the state TV has constantly been broadcasting meetings, where Lukashenko does blame bureaucrats of their incompetence and unwillingness to carry out his instructions concerning the national welfare rise, but nothing has changed. The inflation is always impudently exceeding the frameworks established for it, and devouring all the nominal increases in salaries and pensions. Thus, it is reducing the quantity of socialists among the electorate.

Other answers also show that respondents prefer a market economy. According to table 13 on page 84, the majority of respondents said that private property is the most efficient form of ownership: for three years on end their share has been bigger than the number of those who have not realized it or do not wish to.

Table 15 on page 84 conveys the same message. It shows a similar growth of the number of respondents, who prefer to work for private companies. Over the last 3+ years, their share grew by almost 66%, although the government policy creates obstacles for market relations and is aimed against the private sector. According to these figures, in the near future there will be more people, who prefer to work for private companies, than those who prefer the state sector. This is how the results of the poll allow us to state the same thing again: people’s economic views are gradually changing in the direction of support for market relations. This is why all authorities’ efforts to destroy the free market give a contrary effect: the worse the oppression of the private initiative is and the harsher the attempts to administer the economy, the fewer people support the government.

The general public has a clear vision of the economic preferences of Alexander Lukashenko. Only 16.1% of respondents said that he supported a market economy, while 36.9% said that he was a proponent of the “planned” economy. Only 4.8% of respondents said that Alexander Lukashenko favored capitalism, while 34.4% said that he prefers socialism. It is understood, that one day the preference of a market economy, shared by the general public, will be strong enough to leave no chance for “market socialism” and its proponents.

The answers to the question whether respondents were satisfied with the way that Alexander Lukashenko has ruled the country for six years also indicate this: 36.3% of respondents said that they were “Somewhat dissatisfied”, and only 20.3% of respondents said they were “Somewhat satisfied” (table 11 on page 84). It is seen that the share of the discontent is increasing, while the share of the satisfied is decreasing rapidly! Therefore, small wonder that today the number of those, who would like Alexander Lukashenko to serve another term as president of Belarus (36.1%), is 15% lower than the number of those who wouldn’t (41.5%).

Some results of the national public opinion poll,

conducted by IISEPS in November 2000, %

1. Structure of Alexander Lukashenko's electorate
Staunch supporters of Alexander Lukashenko are the respondents, who are willing to vote for him in the presidential elections in Belarus and the Union state, trust him and say that he is an ideal politician. 

His firm opponents are people who gave contrary answers to all these questions.

Table 1.1. By age


All
Age, in years

Structure of the electorate
respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Staunch supporters
18.5
2.1
11.0
12.9
14.1
9.6
17.1
40.0

Hesitate
49.1
45.7
39.6
46.8
43.4
57.2
56.7
48.9

Firm opponents
32.5
52.2
49.5
40.3
42.5
33.2
26.2
11.1

*In this and other tables, adding all figures in each column may not give you 100%, because the “No answer” line was dropped.

Table 1.2. By education


Education

Structure of the electorate
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

Staunch supporters
49.7
24.7
12.6
14.2
7.6

Hesitate
44.1
54.9
48.8
51.1
45.3

Firm opponents
6.2
20.4
38.6
34.7
47.1

Table 1.3. By status


Status

Structure of the electorate
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Staunch supporters
8.1
12.0
4.5
38.0
15.6

Hesitate
46.7
52.1
36.6
49.8
39.2

Firm opponents
45.2
35.9
58.9
12.2
45.2

Table 1.4. By region


Region

Structure of the electorate
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Staunch supporters
13.6
16.7
27.5
9.2
15.2
21.0
25.0

Hesitate
44.1
55.9
44.9
53.8
52.1
39.1
53.1

Firm opponents
42.4
27.4
27.7
37.0
32.7
39.9
21.8

Table 1.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Structure of the electorate
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Staunch supporters
13.6
12.2
13.6
16.0
28.5

Hesitate
44.1
57.7
41.3
48.1
52.1

Firm opponents
42.4
30.1
45.1
36.0
19.4

2. Structure of the population of Belarus depending on people’s attitude to unification with Russia

Staunch supporters of the unification are respondents, who think that the creation of a single country is the best option in the relations of Russia and Belarus, and if a referendum were held about a unification of Russia and Belarus would vote in favor of it. 

Firm opponents are those, who believe that the best option in the relations of Russia and Belarus are neighborly relations of two independent countries. If a referendum were held about a unification of Belarus and Russia, they would vote against it.
Table 2.1. By age

Structure of the population
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Staunch supporters
26.1
13.2
22.1
21.3
23.9
22.3
28.4
37.3

Hesitate
51.0
56.4
48.6
55.1
49.6
53.2
56.2
45.2

Firm opponents
22.9
30.5
29.3
23.6
26.5
24.5
15.4
17.5

Table 2.2. By education 


Education

Structure of the population
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

Staunch supporters
35.1
35.3
23.1
22.9
22.1

Hesitate
44.6
46.0
53.4
56.4
46.6

Firm opponents
20.3
18.7
23.5
20.7
31.4

Table 2.3. By status


Status

Structure of the population
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Staunch supporters
21.1
23.6
16.1
35.4
20.6

Hesitate
56.1
53.3
42.8
46.4
54.8

Firm opponents
22.8
23.1
41.1
18.1
24.6

Table 2.4. By region


Region

Structure of the population
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Staunch supporters
22.0
23.3
23.1
23.8
35.9
25.9
29.4

Hesitate
51.6
47.1
57.7
53.4
48.6
39.8
56.5

Firm opponents
26.4
29.6
19.2
22.8
15.5
34.3
14.0

Table 2.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Structure of the population
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Staunch supporters
22.0
28.1
23.9
29.8
25.8

Hesitate
51.6
56.6
48.4
46.3
52.5

Firm opponents
26.4
15.3
27.7
23.9
21.9

3. Distribution of answers to the question: “If a regime cannot satisfy people’s needs, what would be the correct way to replace it?"

Table 3.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Stage ordinary elections
43.3
34.2
33.1
38.9
36.9
42.7
55.1
51.4

Organize a referendum of nonconfidence in the authorities and launch early elections
27.0
28.6
26.8
26.6
26.7
28.4
31.2
27.3

Mass non-violence actions 

(rallies, etc.)
5.4
4.8
8.4
9.1
4.8
7.6
3.5
2.9

Massive strikes
3.2
7.6
6.7
4.9
3.6
3.3
1.3
0.2

Table 3.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

Stage ordinary elections
57.9
47.5
43.2
36.6
37.7

Organize a referendum of nonconfidence in the authorities and launch early elections
30.9
24.4
25.0
27.2
31.4

Mass non-violence actions 

(rallies, etc.)
0.9
5.8
5.3
6.3
7.5

Massive strikes
0
1.4
3.7
3.6
5.6

Table 3.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Stage ordinary elections
34.5
42.0
33.6
51.0
46.1

Organize a referendum of nonconfidence in the authorities and launch early elections
26.8
28.0
18.8
29.5
17.6

Mass non-violence actions (rallies, etc.)
10.4
5.1
8.1
3.1
6.8

Massive strikes
6.3
3.0
6.9
0.8
5.6

Table 3.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Stage ordinary elections
47.3
55.8
43.1
44.0
39.2
35.6
35.9

Organize a referendum of nonconfidence in the authorities and launch early elections
25.5
25.9
23.2
35.5
19.3
30.7
31.2

Mass non-violence actions (rallies, etc.)
8.3
5.4
1.3
9.2
4.8
6.5
3.0

Massive strikes
3.6
6.1
1.1
3.4
3.4
1.4
2.7

Table 3.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Stage ordinary elections
47.3
42.2
46.9
40.3
42.6

Organize a referendum of nonconfidence in the authorities and launch early elections
25.5
27.3
18.6
28.9
30.6

Mass non-violence actions (rallies, etc.)
8.3
6.4
4.4
4.2
4.6

Massive strikes
3.6
1.6
2.8
2.6
4.1

4. Distribution of answers to the question: “A substantial portion of the political opposition actively boycotted the parliamentary elections, i.e. called on the electorate to stay away from the voting. What kind of results did this campaign have, in your opinion?”

Table 4.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

The boycott campaign was successful
8.1
6.1
13.5
13.7
9.4
8.4
5.4
4.7

The boycott did not work out
45.0
37.7
34.3
40.8
42.6
48.1
47.2
51.5

I do not know
46.5
55.0
52.2
45.5
47.9
43.2
47.4
42.8

Table 4.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

The boycott campaign was 

successful
4.7
5.0
9.1
7.7
12.5

The boycott did not work out
44.5
42.4
41.4
48.8
51.3

I do not know
48.7
52.6
49.3
43.8
36.1

Table 4.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

The boycott campaign was successful
11.4
8.4
8.2
5.4
12.3

The boycott did not work out
33.3
47.2
36.8
49.3
34.7

I do not know
55.3
44.3
53.7
44.4
53.0

Table 4.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

The boycott campaign was successful
12.6
4.5
13.0
4.3
3.7
9.8
7.2

The boycott did not work out
38.8
47.7
49.9
34.3
43.0
48.2
51.7

I do not know
46.3
47.8
37.1
61.4
53.2
41.9
41.0

Table 4.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

The boycott campaign was successful
12.6
7.2
8.3
5.4
7.8

The boycott did not work out
38.8
44.1
51.0
46.1
45.2

I do not know
46.3
48.6
40.7
48.5
47.0

5. Distribution of answers to the question: “What do you think is best for Belarus?”

Table 5.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

A market economy with little 

interference from the state
41.4
57.2
58.8
52.2
47.0
42.3
40.7
20.7

A market economy which would be heavily regulated by the 

government
32.1
26.2
27.2
34.6
32.9
33.2
34.4
32.3

Administrative economy
21.5
11.3
8.5
6.7
15.5
20.5
20.9
41.1

Other type of economy
2.5
1.5
4.9
0.6
4.4
1.6
2.6
1.7

Table 5.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

A market economy with little interference from the state
23.9
30.1
44.3
43.7
56.2

A market economy which would be heavily regulated by the government
25.8
36.7
36.0
31.1
24.7

Administrative economy
43.8
29.9
14.9
19.6
14.2

Other type of economy
0
2.5
2.9
2.8
2.9

Table 5.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

A market economy with little interference from the state
57.4
43.9
57.0
24.6
54.6

A market economy which would be heavily regulated by the government
24.4
33.9
29.2
32.9
29.7

Administrative economy
15.4
17.1
9.3
36.9
9.8

Other type of economy
1.6
3.2
0.9
1.9
2.6

Table 5.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk 

region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

A market economy with little interference from the state
58.1
30.9
38.9
50.9
31.8
49.9
30.8

A market economy which would be heavily regulated by the government
24.5
27.3
32.7
33.2
40.7
30.7
37.5

Administrative economy
11.4
38.3
21.6
12.6
22.5
15.3
25.9

Other type of economy
1.4
0.4
4.5
1.4
4.8
2.1
3.0

Table 5.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional 

centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

A market economy with little interference from the state
58.1
45.9
36.7
42.5
31.3

A market economy which would be heavily regulated by the government
24.5
32.8
34.2
29.9
36.9

Administrative economy
11.4
17.2
25.0
22.8
26.2

Other type of economy
1.4
1.7
3.0
2.8
3.1

6.  Distribution of answers to the question: “Which form of property do you believe is most 

efficient?"

Table 6.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Private property
53.1
85.8
69.8
70.4
63.0
54.5
41.8
25.9

State property
39.7
10.9
23.4
20.1
31.9
36.1
48.3
67.6

Other
5.0
2.6
4.2
8.1
3.9
6.7
9.1
2.6

Table 6.2. By education 


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

Private property
28.9
38.1
58.9
56.9
67.6

State property
61.6
57.6
35.7
35.1
21.5

Other
5.1
2.3
4.5
5.7
7.9

Table 6.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Private property
75.6
56.2
82.4
29.2
65.3

State property
17.4
36.9
11.6
62.0
29.6

Other
5.8
5.2
4.6
5.3
1.5

Table 6.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk 

region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Private property
59.5
47.7
42.8
62.7
54.0
58.6
48.7

State property
30.0
41.7
51.5
33.0
39.2
34.5
46.7

Other
5.4
7.3
4.2
3.8
4.5
6.3
3.6

Table 6.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Private property
59.5
55.0
60.9
55.9
42.7

State property
30.0
34.2
35.0
39.8
50.2

Other
5.4
8.4
3.6
4.0
4.5

7. Distribution of answers to the question: “At which company would you like to work?"

Table 7.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

State company
47.1
18.4
26.3
38.3
40.6
47.7
49.5
71.6

Private company
46.0
77.9
66.1
59.2
53.0
46.7
41.3
19.0

Other company
3.6
2.3
5.7
2.5
4.4
3.3
1.5
4.2

Table 7.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

State company
61.9
63.9
42.4
44.2
35.3

Private company
25.4
31.4
50.5
51.1
57.9

Other company
3.2
1.7
3.8
3.3
5.6

Table 7.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

State company
18.5
48.4
12.8
66.1
36.2

Private company
73.4
47.0
81.0
23.3
55.6

Other company
3.5
3.3
4.7
3.5
5.6

Table 7.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk 

region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

State company
38.0
48.2
57.1
39.1
44.9
46.6
54.8

Private company
52.4
39.0
39.6
51.3
51.8
51.0
39.1

Other company
5.7
4.2
2.7
4.8
2.4
1.0
3.6

Table 7.5. By type of settlement

Answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

State company
38.0
38.2
49.8
49.8
53.6

Private company
52.4
54.6
45.6
44.6
39.2

Other company
5.7
4.4
3.7
4.5
1.3

8. Distribution of answers to the question: “Will the living standards of your family improve, after the government increased the minimum monthly wage and the standard government payscales on October 1?"

Table 8.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

They improved
9.0
5.6
7.7
7.2
5.0
4.2
12.2
16.6

They did not improve
75.1
71.6
82.3
72.5
80.6
81.2
69.7
67.7

I do not know
15.9
22.9
9.5
20.3
14.4
14.2
18.1
15.7

Table 8.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

They improved
19.9
14.3
6.0
6.2
6.3

They did not improve
62.5
66.6
77.8
78.8
81.0

I do not know
17.6
19.0
16.2
14.7
12.3

Table 8.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

They improved
6.9
5.7
3.9
17.3
7.1

They did not improve
73.9
79.8
75.4
66.3
78.8

I do not know
18.6
14.5
20.0
16.5
14.2

Table 8.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

They improved
6.7
8.5
17.3
7.3
7.7
5.8
8.8

They did not improve
74.1
78.4
63.2
74.6
78.3
79.0
78.4

I do not know
18.5
13.1
19.5
18.1
14.0
15.2
12.9

Table 8.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

They improved
6.7
10.0
2.4
5.6
15.4

They did not improve
74.1
67.0
84.6
83.7
69.0

I do not know
18.5
23.0
13.0
10.7
15.6

9.  Distribution of answers to the question: “Are you satisfied with the way, that Alexander Lukashenko has been ruling the country for 6 years?”

Table 9.1. By age


All
Age, in years

Answer
respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Rather satisfied
20.3
7.2
10.1
13.3
10.9
16.5
19.5
42.0

Satisfied to some extent
42.9
35.3
34.8
44.1
45.5
47.0
45.9
41.2

Rather dissatisfied
36.3
56.6
54.4
41.1
43.1
35.8
33.9
16.8

Table 9.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

Rather satisfied
43.0
29.8
13.8
15.7
15.5

Satisfied to some extent
38.7
46.7
43.9
44.1
38.5

Rather dissatisfied
18.4
23.5
41.7
39.0
45.6

Table 9.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Rather satisfied
8.0
14.8
8.0
38.8
15.1

Satisfied to some extent
46.6
39.5
31.0
42.0
40.4

Rather dissatisfied
51.8
38.4
59.3
18.9
44.5

Table 9.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Rather satisfied
19.4
21.2
31.0
10.1
16.4
15.0
25.5

Satisfied to some extent
33.0
48.6
41.8
40.8
46.7
47.0
44.0

Rather dissatisfied
47.2
30.3
27.2
49.1
36.6
37.4
28.1

Table 9.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Rather satisfied
19.4
15.9
16.2
17.9
26.9

Satisfied to some extent
33.0
49.4
38.6
39.8
49.3

Rather dissatisfied
47.2
33.4
44.6
41.8
23.6

10.  Distribution of answers to the question: “It is known that the majority of influential 

foreign and international structures (OSCE, European parliament, Council of Europe, US government etc.) did not recognize the results of parliamentary elections. Their decision was based on a statement that the campaign in Belarus did not fit the standards of “free and fair elections”. Some people support this decision, other do not. What is your opinion?”

Table 10.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

I support this decision
25.8
34.9
39.8
36.6
27.2
28.7
20.6
12.8

I do not agree
24.2
11.6
17.1
17.1
22.4
27.9
25.9
31.2

I do not know
49.9
53.5
43.1
46.3
50.1
43.1
53.5
56.0

Table 10.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher 

education

I support this decision
10.4
13.2
28.5
27.5
41.4

I do not agree
26.7
27.3
21.1
26.9
22.5

I do not know
63.0
59.5
50.4
45.2
36.0

Table 10.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

I support this decision
42.2
26.2
41.1
12.6
35.6

I do not agree
16.5
24.9
9.9
31.2
17.0

I do not know
41.3
48.6
49.0
56.2
47.3

Table 10.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

I support this decision
34.3
19.4
21.7
29.4
22.4
30.6
23.3

I do not agree
29.8
18.3
23.5
17.5
22.5
27.1
29.0

I do not know
35.5
62.3
54.8
53.2
55.1
41.8
47.7

Table 10.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

I support this decision
34.3
21.6
28.1
30.5
19.4

I do not agree
29.8
20.1
18.3
20.0
28.7

I do not know
35.5
58.4
53.6
49.6
51.8

11.  Distribution of answers to the question: “Do you want Alexander Lukashenko to be 

re-elected president of Belarus for the second term?”

Table 11.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Yes
36.1
20.0
21.9
25.1
29.2
26.2
30.5
67.1

No
41.5
69.1
60.3
55.8
50.2
42.0
35.4
15.3

I do not know
22.3
10.8
17.8
19.1
20.6
30.9
34.1
17.6

Table 11.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished 

secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or 

unfinished higher education

Yes
71.9
46.7
29.2
29.8
22.8

No
8.1
30.0
49.6
42.8
57.9

I do not know
20.0
23.3
20.9
27.4
18.6

Table 11.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
20.0
28.6
19.8
61.6
27.4

No
58.7
45.3 
67.8 
18.6
54.9

I do not know
21.3
25.8
12.3
19.8
17.7

Table 11.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk 

region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Yes
28.8
42.1
48.5
19.4
28.0
36.1
46.3

No
51.0
34.0
36.4
51.9
42.8
41.3
34.4

I do not know
19.7
24.0
15.1
28.7
29.3
21.8
19.3

Table 11.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Yes
28.8
29.1
25.5
34.2
50.6

No
51.0
39.7
51.9
46.8
28.0

I do not know
19.7
31.2
22.6
18.6
21.4

12. Distribution of answers to the question: What measures should be taken against people and groups, you consider repulsive?" (respondents could give more than one answer)

Table 12.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Ban the activities of such 

groups
23.8
19.3
23.1
13.6
17.7
22.7
22.5
35.9

Limit their chances to 

advertise their beliefs in 

broadcast and printed mass 

media
9.5
9.7
9.0
11.5
9.7
9.0
5.1
11.2

Limit their opportunities to 

organize public actions (marches etc.)
9.3
14.1
7.0
8.5
7.7
7.3
12.1
10.4

Provide them with an opportunity to conduct their activities in accordance with law
60.9
63.1
64.0
73.4
66.7
64.4
61.7
46.5

Table 12.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or

unfinished higher 

education

Ban the activities of such groups
38.1
30.5
20.5
22.7
15.4

Limit their chances to advertise their beliefs in broadcast and printed mass media
11.9
9.7
10.0
8.6
7.0

Limit their opportunities to organize public actions (marches etc.)
11.9
12.8
9.4
9.0
4.0

Provide them with an opportunity to conduct their activities in accordance with law
40.1
51.0
64.4
62.3
76.9

Table 12.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Ban the activities of such groups
14.6
21.9
19.4
33.5
17.2

Limit their chances to advertise their beliefs in broadcast and printed mass media
13.9
7.4
11.9
10.7
10.0

Limit their opportunities to organize public actions (marches etc.)
14.8
7.0
14.0
10.0
10.3

Provide them with an opportunity to conduct their activities in accordance with law
62.5
66.5
64.8
49.0
62.0

Table 12.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Ban the activities of such groups
19.5
38.1
26.2
16.3
24.2
22.3
18.7

Limit their chances to 

advertise their beliefs in broadcast and printed mass media
7.2
11.1
12.6
9.4
7.9
8.4
9.1

Limit their opportunities to organize public actions (marches etc.)
15.9
8.9
5.3
6.6
9.3
10.6
7.7

Provide them with an 

opportunity to conduct their activities in accordance with law
62.4
45.7
56.8
77.0
62.6
60.1
65.3

Table 12.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Ban the activities of such groups
19.5
17.0
24.3
24.5
28.8

Limit their chances to advertise their beliefs in broadcast and printed mass media
7.2
12.1
12.9
5.8
10.0

Limit their opportunities to organize public actions (marches etc.)
15.9
11.9
9.1
3.9
8.7

Provide them with an opportunity to conduct their activities in accordance with law
62.4
64.8
56.4
66.5
56.3

13. Distribution of answers to the question: “After the first round of the parliamentary elections was over, the opposition and OSCE technical mission stated that these elections could not be recognized as democratic. What is your personal opinion?”

Table 13.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

The elections were democratic
28.0
14.0
14.9
24.0
23.6
30.1
25.6
42.3

The elections were not democratic
23.3
28.9
35.3
31.6
26.3
24.9
19.7
12.1

I do not know
48.2
57.1
49.8
44.4
49.3
44.1
54.2
45.4

Table 13.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical 

college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

The elections were democratic
34.6
32.8
22.9
30.5
26.9

The elections were not democratic
10.7
15.6
27.2
21.4
34.7

I do not know
54.7
51.2
49.5
47.2
38.4

Table 13.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

The elections were democratic
14.4
28.1
12.9
37.7
23.0

The elections were not 

democratic
35.1
24.6
33.6
14.3
22.3

I do not know
44.1
49.9
46.6
53.5
54.7

Table 13.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

The elections were democratic
25.2
25.3
39.7
19.8
31.0
18.7
33.8

The elections were not democratic
32.6
19.1
17.5
26.6
16.5
31.0
20.5

I do not know
41.6
55.7
42.8
53.2
51.8
49.8
44.9

Table 13.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

The elections were democratic
25.2
23.2
24.0
26.1
35.5

The elections were not 

democratic
32.6
17.1
31.9
24.0
16.6

I do not know
41.6
58.9
44.1
49.3
47.8

14. Distribution of answers to the question: “Whom would you like to become president of Belarus?”

Table 14.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Single candidate of the 

democratic opposition parties
9.8
13.3
18.6
11.4
12.0
11.2
7.7
2.7

A person from a different 

political party
2.2
2.9
0.6
1.6
2.6
4.2
3.0
0.6

Independent candidate
24.6
28.8
28.5
34.0
31.3
28.6
19.8
11.9

Alexander Lukashenko
35.9
18.6
21.1
21.8
27.3
28.0
34.4
66.5

Other candidates
1.7
0
3.3
0
2.3
2.9
2.0
0.7

I do not know
24.1
36.4
26.0
29.9
23.4
23.8
30.4
14.8

Table 14.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

Single candidate of the democratic 

opposition parties
2.1
4.8
12.1
8.9
16.3

A person from a different political party
0
3.9
2.9
2.0
1.2

Independent candidate
2.7
20.4
27.2
28.4
34.2

Alexander Lukashenko
76.1
47.7
26.9
31.3
20.7

Other candidates
0
0.6
2.0
2.3
2.5

I do not know
16.1
20.7
27.7
26.0
22.0

Table 14.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Single candidate of the democratic 

opposition parties
15.5
11.9
13.7
2.4
11.7

A person from a different political party
2.8
2.9
1.9
1.1
2.1

Independent candidate
33.6
27.5
30.7
14.0
26.7

Alexander Lukashenko
21.0
26.9
17.3
62.7
32.3

Other candidates
3.3
2.2
0
0.6
2.3

I do not know
22.7
27.1
35.7
16.6
22.8

Table 14.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Single candidate of the democratic opposition parties
15.2
5.4
9.3
9.2
8.9
12.9
7.2

A person from a 

different political party
2.5
3.8
1.6
1.5
1.6
3.6
1.2

Independent candidate
26.1
25.2
19.1
30.0
28.1
26.3
18.9

Alexander Lukashenko
29.0
41.6
46.3
22.5
26.4
36.9
45.4

Other candidates
1.0
2.1
1.7
2.3
1.5
1.3
2.2

I do not know
22.3
22.6
19.9
30.4
33.1
17.8
24.0

Table 14.5. By type of settlement

Answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Single candidate of the democratic 

opposition parties
15.2
8.9
8.9
11.7
6.1

A person from a different political party
2.5
1.4
4.6
2.3
1.3

Independent candidate
26.1
22.2
32.5
26.0
19.9

Alexander Lukashenko
29.0
29.8
21.8
36.5
49.6

Other candidates
1.0
2.9
4.3
1.3
0.5

I do not know
22.3
32.5
27.5
21.2
21.0

15. Distribution of answers to the question: “In your opinion, whom will most Belarusians support during the presidential elections?"

Table 15.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Single candidate of the 

democratic opposition parties
5.4
8.0
9.4
4.1
6.6
7.0
5.3
1.2

A person from a different political party
2.4
1.9
3.0
1.2
2.5
5.1
2.1
0.6

Independent candidate
13.7
16.5
12.1
19.5
20.3
14.3
5.9
15.6

Alexander Lukashenko
44.5
29.9
35.2
37.7
34.2
39.2
11.8
36.7

Other candidates
0.9
1.4
0.8
0
1.1
1.1
0.1
0.1

I do not know
31.6
41.4
37.9
37.5
34.1
32.6
37.0
18.4

Table 15.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

Single candidate of the democratic 

opposition parties
1.1
1.6
6.5
5.1
10.2

A person from a different political party
0
2.7
3.5
1.8
2.1

Independent candidate
2.8
13.6
14.8
15.2
18.0

Alexander Lukashenko
74.0
57.4
36.2
40.3
35.2

Other candidates
0
0.5
1.0
1.1
1.3

I do not know
18.6
23.0
36.6
35.0
33.0

Table 15.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private 

sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior 

citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Single candidate of the 

democratic opposition parties
9.7
6.3
7.1
1.1
7.1

A person from a different 

political party
4.4
3.1
0.8
1.0
1.5

Independent candidate
18.7
14.0
16.8
8.9
25.1

Alexander Lukashenko
27.2
38.2
33.7
66.0
40.0

Other candidates
1.6
0.8
0.8
0.6
1.0

I do not know
36.9
36.4
39.8
20.2
25.2

Table 15.4. By region

Answer
Region


Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Single candidate of the democratic opposition parties
8.1
4.1
4.9
6.2
3.2
7.8
3.4

A person from a 

different political party
0.4
4.6
2.2
1.3
0.5
7.1
1.2

Independent candidate
16.7
11.1
8.5
22.3
17.4
11.7
9.9

Alexander Lukashenko
44.8
51.9
56.0
23.5
35.4
44.5
50.1

Other candidates
0.5
0.7
0.4
1.0
1.7
0
1.8

I do not know
28.7
26.7
24.5
45.4
38.7
26.1
34.0

Table 15.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Single candidate of the democratic opposition parties
8.1
4.8
6.5
6.9
2.5

A person from a different political party
0.4
0.6
6.1
3.6
1.8

Independent candidate
16.7
14.3
12.9
12.0
13.4

Alexander Lukashenko
44.8
41.2
30.8
37.8
57.6

Other candidates
0.5
2.9
1.2
0.5
0.1

I do not know
28.7
36.0
40.5
38.3
21.9

16. Distribution of answers to the question: “Do you think that the 2001 presidential elections will be free and fair?”

Table 16.1. By age

Answer
All
Age, in years


respondents
16-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and above

Yes
32.2
20.0
14.5
27.6
25.5
27.8
33.0
53.2

No
28.0
35.8
44.7
38.4
34.1
30.0
20.3
12.6

I do not know
39.0
43.0
40.2
32.3
39.9
42.3
45.2
33.3

Table 16.2. By education


Education

Answer
Elementary school
Unfinished secondary school
Secondary school
Technical college
Higher education or unfinished higher education

Yes
55.8
42.8
28.9
25.5
21.1

No
11.4
16.1
28.9
32.1
44.5

I do not know
32.9
40.1
40.7
42.4
33.7

Table 16.3. By status


Status

Answer
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Senior citizens
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
20.2
27.0
15.6
51.2
28.7

No
42.1
29.6
42.8
14.5
36.7

I do not know
37.2
42.6
41.6
33.4
32.8

Table 16.4. By region


Region

Answer
Minsk
Minsk 

region
Brest and Brest 

region
Grodno and Grodno 

region
Vitebsk and Vitebsk 

region
Mogilev and Mogilev 

region
Gomel and Gomel 

region

Yes
31.9
29.2
41.4
20.3
28.2
31.3
40.2

No
38.3
24.3
25.9
28.7
22.0
31.5
24.4

I do not know
29.1
46.5
31.3
51.0
48.5
35.8
34.6

Table 16.5. By type of settlement


Type of settlement

Answer
Capital
Regional centers
Large cities
Small towns
Villages

Yes
31.9
25.9
24.9
28.1
23.0

No
38.3
25.4
32.1
30.2
39.9

I do not know
29.1
47.7
42.7
40.9
36.9

Trends of change in Belarusian public opinions about some political problems, %

(based on the results of IISEPS’s national opinion polls conducted in 1993-2000)

Table 1. Aggregate indicator of attitudes to Alexander Lukashenko

Indicator of attitude
Mentioned Alexander Lukashenko 

(option А)
Did not mention Alexander Lukashenko 

(option В)


11.97
09.98
03.99
06.99
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00
11.97
09.98
03.99
06.99
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00

Would vote for Alexander Lukashenko in the next presidential elections
44.3
52.2
46.0
45.0
43.8
38.4
33.8
38.2
55.7
47.8
54.0
55.0
56.2
61.6
66.2
61.8

Would vote for Alexander Lukashenko in the Russian-Belarusian Union presidential elections
35.2
44.7
32.8
38.4
31.6
22.3
19.5
27.5
64.8
55.3
67.2
61.6
68.4
77.7
80.5
72.5

Trust the president
45.0
48.0
41.0
44.1
39.8
39.2
36.3
36.0
22.5*
22.1*
28.8*
28.4*
32.5*
32.9*
38.6*
37.6*

Consider Alexander Lukashenko an ideal politician
50.4
51.5
45.7
47.2
44.9
37.0
31.3
37.5
49.6
48.5
54.3
52.8
55.1
63.0
68.7
62.5

*These respondents do not trust the president
Table 2. Electorate breakdown and dynamics
Electorate breakdown
11.97
09.98
03.99
06.99
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00

Alexander Lukashenko’s staunch supporters (gave A answers to all four questions)
26.0
29.3
21.8
26.2
22.3
15.5
13.5
18.5

Hesitate
53.2
53.3
52.1
48.1
49.5
54.2
50.0
49.1

Alexander Lukashenko’s voiced opponents (chose B answers to all four questions)
20.8
17.4
26.1
25.7
28.2
30.3
36.5
32.5

Table 3. Trust in mass media

Answer
11.97
09.98
03.99
06.99
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00

Government media

– trust

– do not trust
43.7

21.0
41.8

26.0
39.1

31.0
39.8

31.0
32.2

34.7
38.5

31.6
34.4

34.7
34.3

36.0

Non-government media

– trust

– do not trust
25.4

24.1
19.6

32.6
21.8

32.6
19.5

34.9
34.4

26.1
25.7

31.9
28.0

34.1
23.7

35.9

Table 4. Best option of relations of Russia and Belarus

Answer
06.97
11.97
09.98
03.99
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00

Friendly relations of two independent countries
41.4
34.5
50.8
43.2
42.4
41.0
37.7
40.6

A union of independent countries
24.5
26.2
28.1
30.5
33.4
31.6
37.2
29.2

Merger into one country
16.3
27.5
20.1
24.1
21.8
25.3
22.5
27.5

Table 5. Voting in a hypothetical referendum about the unification of Russia and Belarus
Answer
03.99
06.99
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00

In favor of unification
41.8
54.9
47.0
55.7
52.9
54.4

Against unification
40.4
31.1
34.1
27.6
29.4
28.9

Would not take part in the voting
14.7
13.1
15.6
15.6
16.4
15.9

Table 6. Readiness for public action

Action
03.99
06.99
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00

Meetings, rallies, picketing:

– ready to participate 

– not going to participate
18.7

54.7
20.7

54.1
11.4

53.6
19.8

57.4
17.1

61.3
17.9

60.2

Strikes:

– ready to participate 

– not going to participate
12.9

61.1
14.6

60.4
14.5

61.4
13.4

64.0
14.4

67.3
13.5

67.1

Armed struggle:

– ready to participate 

– not going to participate
7.7

69.2
6.8

69.1
7.0

70.4
6.4

73.0
6.7

76.6
5.6

77.6

Table 7. The most acute problems, which the country and its people face

Problems
09.98
06.99
11.99
08.00
10.00
11.00

Social and economical, aggregate:

including:
61.5
56.8
56.5
55.8
57.2
57.3

price growth
26.1
21.0
19.1
20.1
20.8
21.1

large-scale impoverishment
17.3
18.6
18.5
17.9
19.1
18.5

unemployment
9.9
9.1
10.3
9.6
9.5
10.1

economic recession
8.2
8.1
8.6
8.2
7.8
7.6

Law and order problems, aggregate:

including:
27.4
31.0
32.1
34.4
33.3
33.7

crime
9.3
11.3
9.9
11.6
10.7
10.8

corruption, bribery
7.6
7.5
8.9
8.2
8.2
8.5

absence of law and order
7.0
6.3
6.6
7.4
7.5
7.2

violations of human rights
3.5
5.9
6.7
7.2
6.9
7.2

Other problems, aggregate:

including:
11.1
12.2
11.4
9.8
9.5
9.0

aftermath of the Chernobyl disaster
7.1
7.5
6.8
6.1
5.5
5.6

international isolation
3.1
2.3
2.4
2.3
2.4
2.1

threat from the West
0.9
2.4
2.2
1.4
1.6
1.3

Total
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

Table 8. Measures against groups of population, whose views and activities make them repulsive for respondents

Answer
06.96
09.98
06.99
08.00
11.00

Ban the activities of such groups
41.0
41.0
22.5
17.3
23.8

Limit their chances to advertise their beliefs in mass media
16.9
19.2
10.0
8.8
9.5

Limit their opportunities to organize public action, meetings, marches, rallies
11.3
15.4
8.9
13.1
9.3

Provide them with an opportunity to conduct their activities in accordance with law
24.8*
32.5
60.9
63.6
60.9

*In the 1996 questionnaire, respondents were offered an option “Give them equal rights to other forces"
Table 9. Language in common use

Answer
06.95
11.97
09.98
03.99
11.99
04.00
11.00

Belarusian
4.5
5.7
2.9
3.3
4.1
4.8
4.2

Russian
37.3
40.6
39.2
41.9
39.0
40.0
37.6

Russian and Belarusian
7.8
20.3
22.7
26.5
23.1
22.1
25.7

A mixture of the two 
50.0
32.5
33.6
27.1
33.3
32.6
31.3

Other
0.4
0.8
0.5
0.5
0.2
0.0
0.7

Table 10. Where would respondents prefer to emigrate, if they could
Answer
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00

USA
11.5
10.1
9.5
11.1

Germany
15.2
16.0
15.9
14.1

Poland
3.9
3.7
3.7
3.1

Baltic states
1.8
1.5
1.4
1.3

Russia
1.3
2.3
2.4
3.2

Other
4.7
5.9
3.3
7.1

Would rather stay
61.2
57.4
58.1
60.1

Table 11. Satisfaction in the way, Alexander Lukashenko has been ruling Belarus for six years

Answer
06.00*
08.00
09.00*
10.00
11.00

Rather dissatisfied
32.0
41.6
32.7
35.8
36.3

Partly satisfied, partly not
44.5
40.5
42.6
41.1
42.9

Rather satisfied
22.3
17.6
23.7
22.4
20.3

No answer
1.2
0.3
1.0
0.7
0.5

*Joint survey with the Center for social and ecological studies
Table 12. Type of economy, preferred by respondents

Answer
11.94
06.95
06.96
06.97
11.97
09.98
03.99
11.99
04.00
08.00
11.00

Market economy
51.0
52.1
53.8
65.4
69.0
74.6
67.4
72.2
74.1
73.0
73.5

of them:

with little interference 
of the state
–*
–*
–*
30.4
32.8
35.2
39.0
40.5
41.7
42.4
41.4

heavily regulated by the state
–*
–*
–*
35.0
36.2
39.4
28.4
31.7
32.4
30.6
32.1

Administrative economy
46.2
45.1
44.2
30.3
25.7
22.8
23.9
24.8
22.7
23.4
21.5

*1994-1996 questionnaires did not have subsections under “market economy”.
Table 13. The efficiency of forms of ownership

Think the most effective form is:
12.93
11.94
06.95
06.96
06.97
11.97
06.99
11.99
04.00
11.00

– private property
52.8
45.9
41.8
42.5
48.3
41.4
50.7
55.3
53.1
53.1

– state property
29.0
39.7
47.1
44.8
44.0
45.5
40.5
36.9
39.6
39.7

– other form
13.6
12.0
9.3
11.2
5.7
11.3
7.5
6.3
5.7
5.0

Table 14. Change of the economic situation over the last year
Answer:
06.96
06.97
11.99
04.00
10.00
11.00

– it improved
8.3
18.7
8.5
7.0
7.5
9.7

– it did not change
28.8
30.2
23.9
27.9
33.8
38.9

– it deteriorated
61.9
51.0
67.4
64.8
57.5
50.9

Table 15. Which company would you like to work for?

Answer
06.97
11.97
03.99
11.99
04.00
11.00

State company
62.9
53.5
58.7
49.1
48.4
47.1

Private company
28.1
35.7
30.0
43.9
40.0
46.0

The section was prepared by Dr. O. Manaev, V. Dorokhov, Dr. A. Sasnow.
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PRESENT STATE AND PROSPECTS OF DEVELOPMENT OF THE BELARUSIAN ECONOMY

By Mikhail Chigir, former prime-minister of the Republic of Belarus

The absence of a definite purpose and realistic ways to achieve it can be compared to wandering through the heart of the woods without a compass or guiding lines. This is a way to define the politics of the Belarusian authorities to build and develop this country.

Unfortunately, history did not teach them a lesson. The first president of the country based its development around the restoration of administrative methods of state administration and re-introduction of old-style economic ways. He made that decision despite the fact that the Soviet Union, where these approaches were used, lost an economic competition with the West, and consequently collapsed.

Originally, after Alexander Lukashenko assumed power, the chosen economic model for Belarus was called “market socialism”. Somewhat later, it was announced that a socially oriented market economy was being built in the country.

The true situation is that everything that has been happening in Belarus over the last few years has nothing to do with the market economy. Those, who think that a market economy includes total price regulation, multiple rates of foreign currency and a drive to nationalize all the insignificant amount of private property, which had appeared in Belarus, should more attentively scan through modern economics course books.

As we are observing the latest developments in this country, we may be quite sure that Belarus has embarked on a campaign to build an unprecedented type of socialism. This type is the worst of all, because the president’s authoritarian power controls all spheres of social life. This type of socialism allows to break laws in the interests of the authorities and oppress free thinking. Compare the remuneration of the present head of state to a three-dollar pension for the former head of state, Stanislav Shushkevich, and take this as an example.

It is natural that rejecting the world experience of state administration and having no real strategy for economic development cannot give you good results. I presume that my countrymen feel it every day. The average monthly wage in dollars is the best indicator – in Belarus it is the lowest in Europe. It is even lower than it is in Yugoslavia, raged by a war.

To feel safer and deceive people, the authorities continually boast major economic accomplishments and achievement of better living standards through government-controlled media. For instance, we were informed that in 1996-1999 gross domestic product increased by 27.7%, industrial output by 51.6%, production of consumer goods by 74.3% and retail sales by 12.8%.

If these figures were true, we would have no choice but to praise the economic policy of the government and be happy about the progress achieved. But let us, for instance, take a closer look at the increase of industrial output. If we compare real production volumes, we will see that no industry achieved a 50% growth, which the authorities boast about. The highest growth was attained in the production of cement (because a new cement factory was launched in Kostukovichi), but it is only 37%. The production of trucks grew by 26% and potash fertilizers by 33%. The growth in other sectors is significantly lower, and some are on a decline. A reasonable question arises here: where did they get the total growth of 51.6%?

The authorities claim that they are aiming at a socially oriented economic model. Then why the GDP increased by 27.7% in 1996-1999, but an average monthly wage was 184% of the minimum consumer budget in 1996 and only 111.2% in 1999?

In the year 1999 the average monthly wage in health care sector was 77.4% of the minimum consumer budget and in education sector 74,9%. These figures were taken from an official report of the Ministry of statistics and analysis and are an evidence of the total failure of the current economic policy.

I would also like to address people, who write nice reports of economic accomplishments. What is the use in high-raking officials’ loud words about the “Golden age” of health care and a “radical turn for the better” in agriculture? Who needs nice-looking statistics, when life shows the opposite trend?

There is no use in publishing fake statistics, self-delusion and deceiving people. These things make correct decision-making impossible on every level of administration. Are the officials not fed up with the statement, that the production of consumer goods increased by 74% and retail sales only by 13%? 

The current agricultural policy is nothing short of a disaster. Word experience shows that the institution of private land ownership is a basis of efficient agriculture. It is known that government farms can also be efficient. But what do we have in this country?

We witness the destruction of resources, which were accumulated earlier, through unwise regulation of prices for output products, driving the overwhelming majority of agricultural companies into the abyss of loss-making, depriving producers of the right to freely sell their products, and complete absence of financial motivation for agricultural workers. They have little choice: either to starve to death, or toil at small plots of land at the backyard of their cottages. The results of the current agricultural policy are devastating. Crop capacity is on a decline everywhere and for all major crops. Livestock and its efficiency decreases. Because of poverty and absence of clear perspectives in life, village population is rapidly aging and dying out as a phenomenon. Young people, who do not flee to cities, turn to heavy drinking. Time will come, when a lot more resources should be spent to revive villages, than the amount that was saved at their expense. Belarus does not have oil wells; it has no future without agriculture.

I assume that there is no point in repeating, that a country in international isolation that does not receive foreign investment cannot revive its economy. However, this is a political question. The US and Europe openly show that Belarus cannot aspire to foreign investments without a democratic state administration and a market economy. Foreign trips of state officials and country leaders, who go to seek investments without observing these principles, are only a way to inefficiently spend money from the budget. In 1996 Alexander Lukashenko and a large group of officials went to South Korea. Upon their return, there were statements that Korea is going to invest billions into Belarus. We all know the result – the investments were not made.

In June 1999 the Belarusian delegation, which went to Austria to negotiate possible investments was openly told that the European Union does not recommend investing money in Belarus, because of political problems, which alleviate investment risks. The damage done to the economy by cutting off foreign investments cannot be compensated.

At the present time the countries of the former Communist bloc do not only struggle for markets. Companies in this part of the world also aspire to be noticed as producers of competitive goods. It is natural that Poland and Ukraine, which receive foreign investment, set up new industrial lines not only to saturate domestic markets, but also work for neighboring countries. For instance, foreign businesses invest in Ukrainian pharmaceutical and tobacco companies. As a result, more Ukrainian medicals and cigarettes are imported into Belarus. Belarus also tried to launch negotiations on foreign investments in similar industries here, but had no success, for reasons that are clear to everybody. Therefore, the statements that we are not going to let foreigners have our factories and plants are as absurd, as slogans from the past, which said that cybernetics and genetics are “prostitutes of imperialism”.

Neither does the current economic policy stimulate internal investments. Once Belarusians do not feel proprietors, who cannot be deprived of their income by an official or arbitrarily chancel a business license, no one is going to invest into the development of national economy. Therefore we witness a large-scale “exodus” of businesses from Belarus. Even if Belarusian business people continue to work here, they do so on behalf of foreign companies and pay taxes in other countries.

The worst mistakes were made in money, credit and finance sectors. It looks, as if the leaders of Belarus were trying to test if finance and credit theory is correctly given in textbooks. These tests last for years and make a damage that cannot be compensated. They are as reasonable as a test whether a newly constructed wooden house would burn if it were set on fire. They result in a largely inefficient economy and petty wages that are not paid on time.

The basic aim of building a national economy is the creation of favorable conditions for maximum saturation of the home market by domestic producers. The missing resources, primarily energy, metals and pharmaceuticals, should be imported and payments can be made at the expense of exports of Belarusian goods.

It is an axiom that in long-term planning, imports should be balanced with exports. If the balance is broken, a country falls into debt and dependence on some other country, as a rule. Unfortunately, we not have a realistic plan to create an independent domestic economy.

A very important and necessary condition for improving the efficiency of the Belarusian economy is to break international isolation, stimulate free activities of Belarusian exporters in the international markets, and open the economy for international financial institutions and foreign investors. Belarus needs to resolve these problems.

Unfortunately, the present authorities are not ready to make steps in that direction. Some of their decisions even damage the balance of exports and imports. The introduction of a tax on barter trade cut exports from Belarus. For instance, Belarus imported dry wines from Moldova in exchange for tractors; now we buy them from Austria and Italy for hard currency, which we really have little. 

Undoubtedly, Belarus will not be able to maintain a large increase of exports without setting up modern production lines, based on Western investment projects. Let us also remember that Belarus, which used to export foodstuffs (around 300 000 tones meat and 1 million tones dairy per annum), is beginning to import food on a large scale, which means that the current agricultural policy should be changed.

We should also mention the “brain drain” problem. Lots of educated and promising scientists, cultural workers and business people leave the country. The relevant statistics are frightening. A common reason behind this exodus is the limitation of rights and freedoms, or even open penitentiary measures against people. Belarus has 100 000 people behind bars (which makes 40 per every collective or state farm) and is one of the world’s leaders by the number of detained and arrested people. Belarus needs enemies, and if no hostile elements can be found outside of the country it jails its citizens.

However, the biggest mistake of state administration in the country is a misunderstanding of the relation between state system and economic efficiency. The first of the two is traditionally seen as the basis of all. We have some serious accomplishments in this respect. Decrees, orders, or any statements from higher authorities are carried out absolutely and sometimes thoughtlessly, even when they are received by telephone. However, an efficient system of carrying out orders does not automatically make the economy efficient and does not improve living standards. Belarusian experience is the best indicator of that.

World experience shows that we should do everything we can to break the economic and political isolation and create favorable conditions for domestic and foreign investors.

There are still lots of people in this country who are able to create working places, make profits, pay taxes and allow others earn money. They manage to survive in the present conditions and without government support. However, the government wages a real war against them, which results in high unemployment and poor budget. Hundreds of control officials and inspectors, various licensing rules, restrictions and complicated procedures root out all attempts to organize businesses. People, who managed to get through the bureaucratic fences and escape inspections, go broke because taxes are too high. It is not surprising that many businesses went to the gray sector of the economy. Most government-run companies cannot afford payments for gas, electricity, raw materials or budget payments.

It is obvious that without a reduction of the tax burden, Belarus will not be able to form a stable budget. That kind of budget is a realistic prospect, but spending should be cut radically to attain it.

To advance, Belarus needs to overcome its fear of proprietors, which is carefully propagated by the present regime. We have to speed up this process, make it open, transparent and take it under public control.

Undoubtedly, these are only a few things, which will allow improving the economy. It is understood, that everybody has something to suggest. And it is clear that an open discussion of acute problems in parliament, on TV and in newspapers can contribute to the development of a healthy civil society. There are lots of people in this country, who have a constructive approach to problems and are able to help professionally overcome them and lead the society to wealth and prosperity.

We only need conditions for that.

BOOKSHELF

Oleg Manaev. "EMERGING OF A CIVIL SOCIETY IN THE INDEPENDENT BELARUS". Sociological experience: 1991-2000". – Minsk, FilServplus, 2000, 626 pages.

This book was written in time. Moreover, it was written by a specialist, who has a deep insight in the problem. It is understood, that the civil society in Belarus is not a big priority in government programs. It has to force its way through hardships all by itself. This fascinating book narrates the history of its development and the current situation in this country through social science, analysis and comparisons. Dr. Oleg Manaev managed to present a volume that contains all major stories, publications and interviews, which have come out during the last ten years. A series of articles that give coverage of his research activities is another object of interest in this book. They may be seen as a feedback from the public, a “mirror” that adds balance and gives a more comprehensive picture of reformations (or deformations) in the Belarusian society.

Why do Belarusian intellectuals value the concept of a civil society so highly? The author answers this question by analyzing the results of nation-wide opinion polls conducted by the Independent Institute of Socio-Economic and Political Studies. The structure of the monograph also helps find the answer. The author presented a collection of articles about civil engineering, which had been published since 1990. Those stories give a detailed account of the relations between structures, which are major players in every society – the government, opposition, electorate, mass media and think tanks. Political life in Belarus is focused around and is made by the interaction of these players. Dr. Oleg Manaev offered us a realistic insight into the Belarusian society through short reports and analytical pieces.

What may be of primary interest to readers of a book by this Belarusian celebrity sociologist? Studying our electorate has been a big hit of late. Owing to the research done by Dr. Oleg Manaev, a clear concept of the electorate structure has been established in Belarus. We did end up with the situation, which we long feared, when our non-depeveloped democracy was pushing through its initial stages. The society is now split. This conflict was forecast in 1993-1994 and unfortunately became a reality. Using the results of IISEPS public opinion polls, the author did some masterly research by which he proved, that the tolerance of the Belarusian nation as well as political and social stability in the country are nothing but illusions.

Mass media, for which the author has a special liking, is given special attention in the book. This is understandable, because he did a lot to shape the most up-to-date techniques of professional training in information science and communications. What are Belarusian media, about what do independent print media write and what is their future? If we are talking about their survival, this future is dark and politically dangerous. However, if information is not available from a variety of sources, objective coverage of social life cannot be attained, which confuses people. In these conditions a society can be conquered by aliens, like it happens in science fiction books. A similar future is not impossible in Belarus.

The final part of the book covers independent research centers in Belarus, which united to form an Association of Think Tanks. This is the environment, in which the author lives and works. Moreover, this is a framework within which his thinking develops. Notably, independent research centers have created a specific intellectual environment in Belarus. There are not many of them, but they have a substantial influence on social life. At least, the efficiency of publications of a dozen non-government centers is higher than that of all output produced by the government research machine. By the way, this can be clearly seen from Dr. Oleg Manaev’s book.

The book is multifaceted. The trivia of our life on the threshold of centuries are historically important. Therefore, the articles that are included in the monograph, as well as documents and photos presented in it have their own value as historical and factual evidence.

Let me draw a comparison. In the ‘60s, to which Dr. Oleg Manaev often refers, an interesting musical sub-culture formed in this country – the “beat” culture. Time has passed, and attempts are now made to understand what was happening during that time, but little information is available. However, that was the time and the environment, which formed many politicians and analysts of today. Contemporary differences are rooted in the past differences: a president, who plays sax makes, a big difference from a president, who plays accordion.

Dr. Oleg Manaev’s book even gives documentary knowledge about the life of independent analysts in the ‘90s. Therefore this book may become a reference edition for future historians. It is multifaceted, lively and interesting. It should not be read as a single text, rather it is a reference volume. We wish our readers pleasant meetings with the truth in the pages of Dr. Manaev’s intellectual “sociological experience”.

Dr. Leonid Zaiko, Ph.D. 
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